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Any writings, and ſermons alſo have cauſe to wiſh 
that the men from whom they come were lcfle 

knowen then they are. For then ſhould they be tree from 
much prejudice,and find better acceptance wich thoſe that 
thev come to. Bur I wiſh nothing more unto this Treatiſe, 
whichis now coming into the world,then that the Author 
of it werethroughly known unto all thoſe that ſhail mee 
with it;for then his work would need no borrowed com- 
mencation,the title ic ſelf carrying authority with ir, even 
to forcereſpet from every huneſt Reager, if either the 
ſhrrpnes of wit,variety of reading,depth of judgmenr,apt= 
nes to teach,holy and pleaſant language, heavenly ccnver- 
ſation, wilc cariage,cr any fulnes of grace wilſo far prevail 
with him. I coc not abuſe good words, or load one with 
thhem whom they donot belong to,2s many piinters of Se- 
pulchrs in their ſunerall Orations uſe to do : bur ſpeak that 
in ſhort, which M. Baines bis perſon did largly preach unto 
all ſuch as came neer unto him;&that which his incompa- 
rable writings wil ſuticiently witnes to futur generations. 

Neither is this all that the Authours quality may ſuggeit 
unto the conſiderate Reader : but he way ariſe frem this to 
more important thoughts;eſpecially if the remembrance of 
M. 3aines bi» worth do occaſion him to think of many 0- 
thers like unto bir: 'uch as M, Deering. M. More M.Green« 
ham, M.Perkins,M.Rogers,M.Cartwright,M. Ferner, M. 
Brightman, M.,Parker,M.Philips, M.H:eten,and M.Brad- 
ſhrw. &c.to ſpeak nothing of thole which yct live, nor of 
]),Rcinolds,D. Fulk,and D.Whitakers with many others, 
For all theſe being appret eJed as we agrecing inore ſpirit, 
& having tad irdeed the ſpirit of gloryreſting on them,as 
their works co ſhew, together with thoſe letters reſtimo- 
nial which they lefr written in the hearts of many thouſand 
Chriſtizns,it muſt needs cauſe at the icaſt an inquiry, what 
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thereaſ:n ſhould be whar ſuch famous men of God,could 
Never like wel of our Biſhoply courſes in England,nor ever 
be favoured of them. The caſe is plaine toall : 3nd the cauſe 
1s aSevident to thulſe that bavecyestoſeet butno where 
more apparant then 1n the perſon of M. Baines, and the 
place where he, and others like him.-were made fignes of 
this anripachie, Camoridge is cr ſhould be, 28 an eye te all 
our lan ; fo that the alterations that fall oat there cannot 
buc be felrof all pars. It is th: place of light; the {piriruall 
oppreſſions whi.hin other corners are covered with dark- 
neſſe ( «8 all-the works of darknefle would be ) when paſt 
all ſhame they come to confront the Sunne itſelfe , how 
can they then- be hiddeh ?- 

When M.Perkins hag there for many yeares held forth a 
burning and ſhining light,the (parks wherof did flie abroad 
into all corners of the land,and after be had ſerved his time 
was taken up into heaven, there was none fonnd ſo meet 
for ro receive,as it were,the torch our of his hand, and ſuc- 
ceed ym inthar great office of bearing it before ſuch apeo- 
ple,as this M. Bains,upon whom alſo the ſpirit of that Elias, 
was by experience found to be doubled. Inthis ftation he 
ſo demeancd himſelf for ſome years, that impierie only haq 
cauſe to complaine:'or all that favoured the wates of God, 
r« joyced and gloried in him and his Miniſt :ry,35a fpirica. 
all treaſure. But-at length the hower of darknes came 
from Lambeth, when Arch, Bancroit ſent M: Harſener to 
Viſite as they call ir, that is{if termes may be interpreted by 
common praQtiſe) to pick the purſes of poore men, and to 
ſuppreſſe thoſe that are not triends to the B:ſhops King. 
dome. For though in that circuit there were 2 multitude of 
unable anJ notoriouſly ſcandalous ? ſiniiters, yer none 
were fond worthy of cenſure, but only M. Baines, of whom 
the world was not worthy, and one other Preacher like 
unto him, Now it is hard rofay , whether the flencing of 
him was more odious,or the manner of it ſhameles, There 
muſt be a Sermon(ye know)atſuch Viſitations,for faſhion 
fake,though the Viſiter himſelf can ſeldom find leaſare to 
cake ir, This part was therfore appointed to M, Batas by 
| the 


| The Preface. | 
the Viſiters that he might eicher be inſnared in his words , 
if hedid nor apply himſeif co their bumours, or elſe grace 
their ungratious courſes, if he did. Bur it did not ſucceed 
handſomly cither way : For he delivered wholeſome duR- 
trine appertaining tu the preſent audience, in ſuch warie 
manner, that no ſpecious occafion could be taken therby of 
queſtioning his liberty, Yet fairely or touly the miſchie- 
vous intention muſt not faile, M. Baines haviog heat his 
weak body by ſtraining to ſpeakunto a greataudience,re- 
tired himſelfe preſenily vpon his comming down from the 
Pulpit to provide for his health, which othcr wife won! 
have bin indangered. They in the mea cime going on wich 
their bufine(ſe, 2s they are wont in che maſterly forme of a 
muſter,called for M. Baines amongſt the reſt, and upon his 
not anſwering , though he was not cired thither as to a 
Court, butonly inireated to preach,az he did, yetfor not ap. 
pearing,he was immediately ſilenced. Afterward in deed, 
the Chancellor being informed of that grofle nullicy, which 
was in the ſentence,urged him about ſubſcription and ccn- 
formiry ;and ſo to make ſure work,filenced bim over again : 
In which buſinefle he was ſo conſcrous unto himſelf >t un- 
reaſonable and ridiculons dealing, that when M. Biin-s 
ſtanding toreccive the ſentence of a corrupt man, did lift 
up his heart and eies unto God with a heavenly ſmiiing 
countenance,as heuſed, he interpreted that geſture to bc a 
Skorne of his authority. This being don,M. Baines was per- 
ſwaded by his friends to try the Arcabiſhops courtelic , 
unto whom,when he preſented himſc}f, at the very firſt (a- 
Jutation ; the gravity and lev:rity of B, Bancroir led him 
ſharply to rebuke the good man for alittle black-wo. ke, 
which was upon the. edges of his cuffes , asking him tow 
he durſt come betore him with ſuch cuffs, telling bim very 
biſhoplike,rhat it were a good curn to iay him dy the hecls 
for ſo doing, After this he wouid have no more todo with 
ſuck abſurd unreaſonable men: ut preached fomtime wher 
he might haveliberty , as his weaken«fle of bedy wouid 
{affer;and ſpent the reſt of his time in reading, meditating, 


praying and writing, faving that upon occaſion bee did 
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- inſtru& or comfort thoſe which came to him in private ; 
wherin he had a heavenly gift. He was indeed all his life af 
rer,befidethe weakenes of his body preſſed with wante,no- 
having(as he often complained to his friends)a place to reſt 
his head in : which me thought was an upbrajding of the 
age and place where helived with baſe regardleſnes of piety 
& learning: yer he neverſo muchas conſulted with himſelfe 
of denying his ſinceritie by pleaſing the Biſhops, of whom 
and their courſes he was wont to ſay,They are a generation 
of the earth,earthly and ſavour not the waies of God, Which 
{aying of his, they, and ſome Doors of Cambridge have 
f12ce mage g004 , in that they could not indure, that the 
place from whence they thruſt him, ſhould be ſupplied by 
othcr honeſt men,though they were cotormable,but with 
abſolute auttority at length forbad it, alledging that Puri- 
tancs were made by that leQure:wheras the truth is, that 
one leure hath done more good to the Church of God in 
England, then all the doRors of Cambridge: though 1 doe 
not deny,but ſome of them have wrought a good work, 
By this one inſtance ( of which kind I would there were 
nota 100 inour land ) it may ealily appeare to theunder- 
ſtanding Rezder, that here isas much agreement betwixt 
our Biſhvps in their managing of Religion (except ſome 2 
cr 3, which went outof their elements, when they vente- 
red on thoſe places) & tnoſc}powerful Preachers who have 
bin the chief means ot revealing Gods arme unto falvation, 
as there is be: wixt the lizhc which commerth down from 
hcaven,& that thick miſt which ariſeth from the loweſt pit, 
Bur wee neid not ſeek: for demonſtrations of the ſpirit 
which worketh in our Hierarchfe from this oppoſition, 
look but at the fruits of 1t, wher jt hath al: fatnesof conſent, 
23 Cathedral! Paijaces, or Pariſhes of Biſhops and Archbi- 
Mmops reſidence,ſtc 1 as Lamberh is, where all their canons 
are inforce, ad have their full ſway without contradiai- 
ON 2 nay come neerer unt* tnem, and take a view of their 
families, even to them that wait In their chambers, and ſee 
_ What codlinetſe there is to be found. Have there not more 
of God and his Kingdome appeared in ſome one Congre- 
gation 
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The Preface. 
gation of thoſe Miniſters which they have ſilenced for nn- 
conformity then in all the Biſhops families that are now in 
England ? Was there ever any of them that could endure 
fuch a Pariſh as Laibeth is , if they had ſuch power of re- 
forming it as the Archbiſhops have ? 

To returne th-rfore unto our Authour : whilſt he lived a 
private life,being thus tiucken with the Biſhops Planer, he 
had time to app!y his able wit and judgetnenc unto the 
diſcuſſing of many queſtions, which it the Prelates had nor 
forced fuch lca'ure upon him , it may be he would have 
pafled by with others, And among the reſt, by Gods pro- 
vidence he was direRed to theſe Feelcizftical Conttovers 
fies which concerne our Dioceſ3n ſtate in England: wher- 
in,as in all other qucſtions which he dzalc in,he hath (kew- 
cd ſuch diſtin and piercing underſtaniing together with 
evidence of truth, as cznnot but give good ſatisfaction to 
him thar in theſe things ſceketh light. 

He might indeed have chuſen other paricular corrupt 1- 
ons to have written on, if it had bene his parpoſe either to 
have taught men, what they daily ſee and fee], or to have la» 
boured abour the branches.and leave the root untouched ; 
But it was nodelightunto him,for ro prove that which no 
man doubted of as thatthe cominon «<ourte and praftiſe of 
our Pcelates,their courrs,their urging of {1blcripions, with 
human ſuperſtitious cere monies,are preſumptuon: inſolen- 
cies agaialt God and his Church : or prepoſteroufl; to be- 
ginne at theendof che ſtreame for to cleanie the water, He 
chole rather toſearch che fountain of all that fouln<s wier- 
with our Churche: are (viied; which b- ja.'ged to be found 
in the conſtitutions here in this Treatiſe examined. And it 
theſe few queſtions be wel conſttered,it will 2ppear that a 
multitude of pernicious abuſes doe depend on thoſe polict- 
ons which in them are confuted, One fondamentall abuſe 
in our Eccleſjaſticall oppreſſion in the diſpoſing of charves, 
our plicing of Minilters over Congregations: It is called a- 
{ually beſtowing of Beekices or Livings,in an earthy phrzſ{e 
which favoureth of the baſe corruption commonly pr:Ai- 


ſed, For Congregations ought not to be beſtowed on Mi- 
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niſters,but Miniſters 6n Congregations: the beneficor be* 
ne fice of the Miifter, isnot ſo much ro be regarded, as of 
the Congregation: It 1: th: calling and charge which every 
Mn:t{ſter (ſhould looke at,not his living and benefice. Now 
th-ſe Benefi es arebeſtowed ordinarily by the Patro{whe- 
ther Popi'h, prophane,or religious,all is cne)8& the B.ſhop, 
withoat any regard of the peoples call or Content : io asno 
lawful :inariave 1s made;no lervant p/aced:againſtall Scrip- 
ture, Con::cels and antient examples. Wherby itcommeth 
ordinarily to paſſe, that Lawyers muſt determine of Mint- 
ſters callings, afrer Jong ſutes and great charges; as if Con- 
erezationsand Farms were hel. by one title andright. And 
lomtine iris found that the Miniſter is a continuall plague 
unto his people, living in contention , ſpite & hatred with 
them,3zs many law-ſuirs do too too plainly witnes. What is 
the rea{vn? Becauſe Pariſhes are eſteemed as no Churches 
that ever were ordained by Chriſt, or received any power 
zn1 priviledges from him, but as mans creatures, and by 
man to be ordered as it pleaſeth him, Another praQtice of 
like narure with the former,is that the miniſter being called 
to one Congregation, bccommeth a Pluraliſt by taking a- 
not! er, or more livings,in ſpite of that Congregation, te 
which be was firſt and 1s ſtill perſonally tied. And afterthis 
he may bea nonreſident, abiding or Preaching at none of 
his many livings. Nay he may chop and cbange,{cll and buy 
likea marchant,(o he doit cloſely; which is ſuch an abomt- 
nation, as Roe and Trent condemneth, and hell it {elite 
wiliſearſe d:tend. W hatis the ground?Bccaulſc (forſooth) 
Chriit hath not appointed Pariſhes, their officers & offices, 
2nd tterfore no man is bound turther in this kind<, then 
mens Laws,canons,cuſtomes,and injun&tions do preſcribe 
un:o them. For a grave Door of Cambridge anſwered 
one that queſtioned him for his grofle noa-reſidencie,vsz. 
that Pariſhes were divided by a Pope : inſinuating as it 
ſeemetb,that he 2ccounted it a point of Poperic, for ro tie 
Miniſters nnto their particular charges, 
"A third grofle corruption 1s,that the officers in Congrega- 
tio:.s, Miniſters, Church-wardens,8&c,are made ſervants » 
ene 
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the ynongs uy Chancellours, Archdeacons, &e, being, zz 
It were, their.promotors, inforimers, and executioners, 
in all matters of juriſcition and government, for to 
Fring in.mony into their purſes : for performance alſo of 
which ſervice to them, the Church-wardens upon every 
occalion are enforced to take ſuch corporall oathes as not 
one of them doth ever keep. What other ground of this, 
beſide the fore- mentioned, that particular Congregati. 
ons are no ſpiricuall incorporations , and theretore muſt 
have no officers for g@verninente within themſelves ? 
Now ll theſe confuſfions with wany others of the ſame 
kind, how they are condemned in the very foundation of 
them M. Bains herc ſheweth-in che krt queſtion. ty main« 
taining the divine conſtitution ofa particular (Church, in 
one Congregation. In which qu-{tion he maintaineth a= 
gainſt his adverſaries a Courſe not unkke ro that which 
Armac hanus, 'n the dai sot King Edward the third, cott- 
tended for againit the begging Fiiers in his booke called 
The defence of Crirates: For when thoſe Friers incroach. d 
upon the priviledges of Paruchiall Miniſters, he with- 
ſtood them upon theſe grounds: Eccleſia Parechialu jux- 
taverba Moſis Dent,12. eſt locus eleftms a Deo gn guo de» 
bemm accipere cuntta que precipit Domini ex yacra- 
ments, Parochus eft ordinarita Parochiant: eff perſons 
a Deo precepts, vel mandato Des ad s1ud muſter ii ex 
plendameletta: whici it they be granted,our adverſaries 
caulc may go? a begging with ihe torelaid Friers, 
Another fort of corrup:ions there are , which though 

they depend upon the ſame ground with theformer, yet 
immediate'y flow out of the Hierarchie. What is more 
dillonantirom the revealed will of Chriſt in the Goſpell, 
even aliofrom the ſtate ofthe Primitive Church, ten char 
the Church and Kingdome of Chriſt ſhculd be manag«cd 
as the Kingdomes of the world , by a Lordly authority, 
with externall pompe,commandivg power, contentious 
courts of jadg: menr,turniſh-d with chanceliors, officials, 
commitlaries,advocates, prottors, paritors, and ſuch like 
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on the admitting of ſuch Biſhops as ours'arein Englan34: 


who notonely are Lords over che fl zck, but doe profeiſe 
ſo much in the higheſt degree, when they tell us plainly, 
that their T.awes or Canons doe binde m:ns conſciences, 
For herein we arclike the people of Iſrael, who would 
not have God for th:ir immediate King,but would have 
ſuch Kings as other Nations: Even (othe Papiſts, an4 we 
after them, refuſe to have Chriſt an immediate King in 
the immediate goverament of the Church; but mult have 
Lordly Rulers with ſtate in Ecclc(iaſticall affaires, ſuch 
as the world hath incivill. 

What a miſerable pickle arethe moſt of our Miniſters 
in, when they are urged to give an account of cheir cal- 
ling? Toa Papiſt indecd they can give a ſhifting anſwer, 
that they have ordination from Biſhops , which Biſhops 
were ordined by other Bithops, and they, or their or- 
dainers by Popiſh Biſhops : tbis in part may ſtop the 
mouth of a Pepiſt:bur leta Proteſtant which doubreth of 
theſe matters move the queſtion,and what then will tkey 
ſay?Itthey fic ro popifh Biſhops, 1s they are popiſh,then 
jet them goe no longer masked under the name of Pro- 
reſtants. It ehey alledge ſucceſſion by them from the A- 
poſtles, then (co ſay nothing of the appropriating of this 
jucceſſion unto ths Popes chaire,in whoſe name, and by 
whoſe authority or Engliſh Biſhops did all things in 
rimes paſt) then Iſay they muſt rake a great time for the 
{atisfying of a pore min coacerning this queſtion, and 
for the jultifyiag of their ſtation, For uncill chat out of 
good records they can ſhew a perpetuall ſacceſſion from 
the Apoſtles unto their Dioceſan which ordained them, 
and unti{l they can make the po 5re man which doubteth, 
perceive the truth and certainty of thoſe records, (which 
I wifi: they will doe atlezfare) they can never make char 
ſacceſſion appeare.lf they flye to the Kings authoriry,the 
King himſe.fe will forſake then, and deny that he taketh 
upon him to make or call Miniſters, If ro the preſent Bi- 
ſhops and Archbiſhops, alas they are as farre to ſeeke as 
themſelves, and much further, Theproper caiife of allthis 
: ; miſery 
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miſery is the lifting up of a lordly Prelacy,upon the ruines 
of the Churches liberties, 

How intollerable a bondage is it, that a Miniſter being 
called to a charge, may not preach to his peop'e « xcept he 
hath a licence from the Biſhop or Archbiſhop : Cannot 
receive the beſt of his Congregation to comnunion if he 
be cenſured in the ſpirituall Courts, thovgh ic be but for 
not paying of fix perce which they required of him in any 
name, be the man otherwiſe never ſo innecent : nor keep 
onefrom the communion, that is not preſcnted in thoſe 
Courts,or being preſented is for money abſolved, though 
he be never ſo ſcandalous : and muſt often times (if hee 
Will hold his place)againſt his conſcience pur backe thoſe 
from communien wich Chriſt, whom Chriſt doth call 
unto it (as good Chriſtians if they will not kneele) and 
receive thoſe that Chriſt putreth backe, at the command 
of a mortall man. 

Whaec a burthen are poore Miniſters prefſed with, in 
that many hundreds of them depend upon one Biſhop ang 
his Officers : they muſt hurry up to the ſpirituall Court 
upon every occaſion, there ro ſtand with capin hand,not 
onely before a Biſhop, but before bis Chancellour, to bee 
railed on many times at hispleaſurc : to be cenſured, ſuſ- 
pended,deprived,for not obſerving ſome of thoſe canons 
which were of purpoſe framed for ſnares, when far more 
ancient and honeſt canons are every dxy broken by theſe 
Iudges themſelves for lucre fake,as in the making of Vto- 
pien Miniſters, who have no people to miniſter unto ; in 
their holding of commendams,1n their taking of money, 
even to extortion,for orders and inſtitutions : in their ſy- 
mony,as well by giving as by taking: and in all thc1r idle, 
covetous, and ambitious pompe ? For all theſe and fuch 
like abuſes, weare beholding to the Lordlinefle of our 
Hierarchy: which in the root of it, is here overthrown by 
M. Bay nein the concluſions of the ſecondand hird Que- 
ſtion. About which he hath the very ſame concroverſie, 
that Marſilivs Paravinus in part undertooke long ſince, 
about the time of Edward the ſecond, againſt the m_ 
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The Preface. 
For he in his booke called Defen/or pacre, layeth the ſame 
grounds that hereare maintained. Some of his words, 
though they belarge, I will hereſet downe for the Rea- 
de;s information. Poteftas clavinm five ſolvenas & ligan- 
di, efteſſentialis & inſeparabilss Presbyterio in quantum: 
Pre:byter eft Is hac anthoritate, Epiſcopu: a Sacerdote now 
differt teſte Hierouymo iro veriua Apoſtelo Enuju etiam eſt 
aperta/ententia, Inquit enim Hieronymics ſuper Mat. 16; 
Habent quidem eandem juticiariam poteſtatem alii Apoſte- 
li habet omnes Eccleſiain Presbyterts & Epiſcoprs : prepo- 
nens in hoc Presbyteres, quoniam antboritas hac debernr 
Presbyters,in quantumPresbyter primo, ſecundum quod 
3p/nm &c, Mary things are therediſcourſed to the ſame 
purpolſe,di&.2.c.15, It were too long toreciteall. Yet 
one thing is worthy to be obſerved how he interpreteth. 
a phraſe of Icrome (o much alledged, and built upon by 
the Patrongof our Hierarchy, lerome ſaith ad Evagr.that 
a Biſhop doth nothing, excepting ordination, which a 
Presbyter may.not doe. Ofthis teſtimony D:Dowaan a- 
voucherth, that nothing can be inore pregaant then it, to' 
prove that Biſhops were ſuperiour to Presbytersin pow- 
er of ordination. Burt heare what this ancient Writer 
faith, Ordinatio non ignificat ibs poteſtatemconferenti, cen 
colationem ſacrorum ordimnm : [ed oeconomicans poteſt a 
tom regulands vel dirigends Eccleſie rite, atque perſonas, 
quantum ad exercitium divins cults 3ntemplo ; unde ab 
aniiquy legumlatoribus vocantur Occonoms reverends. 

It would be over long to decl:reall theuſe which may 
be madesf this Treatiſe, which being it ſ{clic fo ſhort, for. 
biddeth prolixity in the Preface, Itthe Aathor had lived 
to Þave accompliſhed his purpoſe in perteRing of this 
worke, he would (it may be) have addcd ſuch confide- 
rations asthele : or atleaſt he would hav: left all ſo clear; 
thatany atrentive Reader might eaſily have concluded 
them from his premifies, For ſupply of that defect, theſe 
pratticali oblervations are noted: which wich the diſpate 
it ſelte, Ileave to be pondered by the copſcionable Rea 
der, I e103; = 

= The 


THE FIRST 


QVESTION IS 


WHETHER CHRIST DID INSTI 
TUTE OR THE APOSTLES 
frame any Dioceſan forme of Churches, 


or Pariſhionall onely. 


wuth, 

Theſe who 2ffirme the frame of Dioceſan Churches , vouch 
their Arguments : partly from Scripture , partly from prefidents, 
or inſtances ſacred and EcclebGafticall, Finally, from the congrui- 
ty it kath with reaſon, that ſo they fhould be conſtirute. 

The firſt objeRion is taken from comparing thoſe two Scrip= 
tures, Titus 1. 5. AR; 14. 23. Ordiine Elders City by City. They o/« 
deined Elders Church by Church. Hence it is thus argued. They 
who ordained that a City, with the Suburbs and regions about it, 
ſhould make but one Church, they ordained a Dioceſan Church, 
But the Apoſiles, who uſe th:(e phraſes as zquipollent, To ordane 
P1ebyievs in every Cit), and ioordaine then in every Church ,  appoin- 
ted, that a city with the ſuburbes and region abour ir, ſh-uld 
make bur one Church. Ergo, the Apoſtles conſtituted a Dioceſin 
Church, 

The reaſon of the propofition is, becaufe Chriſtians converted 
1m a City, with the (uburbes, villages, and countries about it, couid 
Not be ſo few,as ta make but a Pariſhiovail Church, "The Aﬀſump- 
tion js c'ere, for theſe phraſes are vſed, asad equzte, and being fo 
uſed, needs ir muſt be tht the Apoſiles framed citics, ſuburbs, and 
reg:9ns inte one chuch, 


O R determining this Queſtion, we will firſt ſet down the 
Arguments which aftirme ir, S:condly, thoſe which deny, 
Thirdly, I2y down ſome reſpontive conclufions, and anſyer 
the objections made againii that part we. take to be the 
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2 1hcy argue from examples'Sscred and Ecclefiaſticall, Sacred 
*xe t>ken cur of the old and new Te<flament, Bcclefiaſticall, from 
the Primitive times, and from Patternes in our owne times ? yea, 
cyen from ſuch churches, as we hold reformed, as thoſe in Delgia 
and Genev1., 

To beginne with the church of the Jewes in the old Teſtament, 
whence they reaſoa thus. Thac which many particular Synagogues 
were then(becauſe they were all but one Caommon-wealih,and had 
all but one profefliog) char msy many chriſtian churches now bee 
upon the |: ke grounds, But they theo, though many Synagogues, 
yer becauſe they were all but one Kingdome , and had all bur one 
profe fli>n, were all one nationa]l church, -Ergo, upon like grounds 
many church:'s with us,in a nation or city, may be one vationall or 
Dioceſan church. : 

Secondly, the church of Jeruſalem inthe New Teſtament is 0b- 
jeQed. x Thitwhich the Apoſtles intended ſhould be a head church 
zo all Chriſtians in Jadea, that was a Dioceſan church. Bur this they 
did by the church of Jeruſalem, Ergo : 2, That which was more 
numberſome,then could meet Par ifhionally,was no Parifhiona]bur 
Dioceſan church, Bur that church was ſuch. Firſt, by growing to 
3000.then 5000 At.2.41.& 4.4. then to have millions in it, AR, 


21.20, Frgo, the church of Jerulalem was not a Pariſhionall, but a 


Doc. ſan church. | 

Thirdly, the church of Corinth is objeRed to have beene a Me- 
tropolicanchurch. He who writing to the church of Corinth , doth 
write to all the Saints in Achaia with it, doth imply chat they were 
all ſubordinate to that church, But chis doth Paul, 1 Cor. 2. 1, Ergo» 
Seconaly He whe (oluteth jointly the Corinthians and Achaiang, 
and call<th the church of Corinth bythe name of Achaia, and 
names it with pr. heminence before the reſt of Achaia, doth imply 
that the church of Corinth was the Metropolitan church to which 
all Achaia was ſubje&, Bur the Apoſtle doth this, 2 Cor. g.2.& 11, 
11.8.9,.10. Ergo, 

Fourthly, that which was the mether city of all Macedonia, the 
church in har ciry mult be, if not a Metropolitan, yet a Dioceſan 
church, Bur Phil;ppi was (ſo, Ergo. 

The fifih is from the churches of Aſia , which are thus proved, 
at leatt to have bcer.e Dioceſan, 1. Thoſe ſeven churches which 
containedall other churches in Afia ſiriGlly coken , whether in city 
or countiey ; thole ſeven were for their circuir, Meu opolican, er 
Dicc« ſan churches, But thoſe ſeven did containe all other in As 
fiz, Ergo. 2, He who writing to all churches in Afi 1, writeth by 
nawe, butrothife ſeven, he doth imp'y, that all the reſt were 
contated in theſe, But Chrift writing to the ſeven, writeth to all 
churches 


& 
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churches in Aſia, not to name that five of theſe were Metrepo- 
Iitan cities, viz, Philadelphia, and Peagamus, two Dioceſan at leaſt, 
3. He whe maketh che ſingular church he writeth ro,to be a mul - 
titude of churches, nor one onely (as rhe body 1s not one mem- 
ber onely) hee doth make that one church, co which he writeth in 
ſingular, ro be a Dioceſan church, But Chriſt in his Epiphoncma 
ticall concloſion to every church,which he hx ſpoken to in fingul ir, 
doth ſpeake of the ſame as of a multitude. Let bimtbar hath eaves, 
bare what the $9irit ſaith to the Churches. Ergo, 

Thus leaving ſacred examples,we come to Ecclefiaſticall, 

Firſt, in regard of thoſe ancient churches, Rom2, Alexandria. 
Tris impoſſible they ſhould bee a Parrſhionall congregation 200, 
yeares after Chrift, For if the mulritude cf chriſtians 1d in Hieru- 
ſalem ſo igcreaſe within a little time, that they exceeded the pro- 
p2rtion of one congregation, how much more likely is it that chri- 
Riansin Rome and Alexandria did ſo increaſe in 200. yeares, that 
they could nor keep in one particular Aſſembly? Bur the firſt is true. 
Ergo, alſo the latter, Which is yet further confirmed by that which 
Tertullian and Cornelius teſtifie of their times. 

"To come from theſe to our moderne reformed church?s , theſe 
provea Dioceſan church. That reſpe& which many congregrti- 
ons diſtin may have now affembled in one place , that they mzy 
have ſevered in many places. For the unity of the place 1s bur 
extrinficke ro the unity of the congregation, But mary diſtin 
congregations gathered in one city , may make, wee, ſay, one 
church , as they doe inthe Netherlands. Ergo, diſtin congre- 
gations, ſevered in diyers places may make one church, If mary 
churches, which may ſubjeR themſelves to the government of 
one _—_— may ſo make one, they may ſubjeR themſelves 
to a biſhop and cathedrall confiftory , and ſo mike one. Bur the 
24. churekes of Geneva, andthe territories belonging to it, doe 
ſubje& themſelves to the government of one Presbytery, andlo 
make one, For ſo farre as two meete in a third, they are one in ir, 


Ergo. 

T hi third principall Argument is from reaſon, If city chur- 
ches onely, and net th: churches of Villages, and country 
Townes, h1d biſhops, Presbyters, and Deacons placed in them, 
then were thoſe city churches Dioceſan churches, But city 
churches onely had th:ſc. Ergo, city churches were Dioceſan, 
diſtinguiſhzd from Pariſhionall chorches. The Aflumpticn 1s 
proved firſt by Scripture, Titus 1. 5. AR, 14. 23. Secondly , this 
;sproved by Ectlebiſticall Story, They who are g;ven to Jabour 
the converlion of the Regions , rather then tend thoſe already 


converted , they were not given to a Pariſhionall church. Bot the 
EEE Pres! yrers 
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Presbyters planted by tht Apoſtles were ſo. Ergo. They whs 
wereſert in achurch before Pariſhes were , could not be giventa 
a Parifliionall church. Bur ſuch were th2 Presbyters of che Apo- 
Rics inſticucion, Ergo, For it isplaine in the praRice of all ages, 
from the firſt diviſion, that no church but the mother church 
26 a Prebytery and a biſhop , but Presbyters onely, Nay, it was 
Lyer by corncels condemned , and by the judgement of the anci- 
ent farbidden, thatin Townes or Villag*s, any bur a Pcesbytcr 
f2uld be planted, 3. This is alſo proyce by realon, for it was nv 
n ore poſlille ro have biſhops and Presbyrers 10 every Pariſh, then 
to have a Maior and Aldermen (luch as we have in Lor.con) n 
cvery Towne, 2. If every Pariſh had a Presbycer , then hd tcy 
power of ordination, and furniſluog themſ{clves with a M:aifter, 
when now they were deſtitute, Butthey were alwaies in this caſe 
cepenJant onthe city, Ergo, there was then a Dioceſan church 
hiving government of others. Presbyters could not ordaine, 
ſede vacrrite, though they Gid ar uſt, as In the church of Alexan- 
dria. Let any ſhew for 4609. yeares a Pariſhionall church with 2 
Pccsbycery in it, 

Now we mult muſter thoſe forces which oppoſe theſe Dioceſan 
churches, allowing onely ſuch churchss to bee inſtituced of Chriſt, 
wh-ch m3y meet in one cengregation ordinarily. 

The word which withour ſome mogdikcation ſuper- added, doth 
fiznifie onely ſuch a company as called forth , may af{:mble Poli. 
tically, thit werd being alone, doth fignifie ſuch a church as 
may to holy pu-poſes ordinarily meete in one... But the word 
Church, which Chriſt and kis Apoſtles did inſtitute ; is uſed indefi- 
nitely, and hgnifieth no more, Ergo, Ubi lex non 8iſlinguit, nin eft 
d:ſtmguendun, >, The Scripture ſpeaketh of the churches ina King. 
dome or Province, alwaics in the plurall number, without any note 
of 6iff. rence, as equill one with the other. Ergo, it doth not know 
Prov:nciall, Nationall,or Dioccſan churches. Let a reaſon be given, 
why 1t ſhould never ſpeake 1n the ſingular numberghad they beene a 
ſingular church. 

Szcandly, lerus come to ex1mples : the church+s the Apoſtlcs 
planted were ſuch as mh and did congregate, 

Firſt,that of Hjeruſalem, thoogh there were in it toward 500. Sy- 
nago2ucs, yetthe chriſtian church was but one, and ſuch as d19 
congregate into one place ordinarily after the acceſle of 50co, to 
it. At 2,46. &5.12. & 6.1, & 15.25. & 21.22, & 25.22, For their 
ordinary meetirng,as 1tis, AR. 2.46. daily, could noc be a Panege- 
rica]| meeting. Againe, if they might meete Synodical'y, wt.y 
might they not mecte then in daily courſe ; though the unyerſall 
meets of a church is not ſo fiily called Synodicall ; And ith ga 
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they are ſaid to bemillions of belcevers,. yet that was by accident of a 
circumſtance, happily the Pafleover. We muſt not judge the greatnefde 
of a water by that it is, when now it is up and ſwelleth by accidenc of 
ſome inundations. They had not a ſecled ſtate there, by which they 
did get the right of being ſet members. Yea, it is likely, they were 
and continued but one congregation. For forty yeeres after they were 
not ſo great a multitude, but that Pella, like to the Zoey of Lot, a 
little Towne could receivethem,. But more of thisinthe anſwer to the 
objcRion. 

Secondly, ſo the Church of Antiochia, was but one Church, Ads - 

T4. 27. they are ſaid co-have gathered the Church together, OQbjeR, 
That is, the Miniſters, or repreſentative Church, Anſ.1.For Miniſters 
onely, the Church is never uſed. :2 By analogie, Acts 11, Perey gave 
account before the whole. Charch, even the Church of the fauhtull, 
Ergs. 3. They made relation to that Church, which had ſent them 
forth with prayer agd impeſition of hands,and this Church Rood of aff 
thoſe who aflcmbled co the publike ſervice and worſhip of: God. 
4: The people .of the Church of Antioch were gathered rogether to 
conſider of degrees ſeat them by the Apoſtles from Hieruſalem, 
TANG. S we” 

Thirsly, the Churchof. Corinth was one congregation, which'did 
for the ſervice of. God, or exerciſe of D.icipline meer together, x Cor. 
5.4. 1 Cor. 34.25. verſ.26. x Cor.11.17. verſi23. in ww & eodem las, 
That whole Church which was guilty of a finner uncaſt forth, could 

- not be a Dioecſan Church, neither can the word ovrie yer comming 

togerber, ever be ſhewed to ſignifi any thing elſe, belides one particular 

Aﬀſſembl . 

mtr of the Church of Epheſus was but one flocke, ' Firſt, ir is 

likely that it was of no other forme then thz other, Secondly, it 

was but one flocke z that Backe which Presbycers might joinclyfeed, 
was but one, They had no Dioceſan B ſhop. If Presbyters onely, 
then none but Pariſh:onall Churches in and about Epheſus, There 
may be many flocks, but God ordained none, bur ſuch as may wholly 
meet with thoſe, who have the care of feeding and governing of 
them, Peter indeed, 1 Pet. 5..2, calleth all thoſe he writeth to, one 
flocke : bur that is in regard cither of..the myfticall eſtate of the 
faithfull, or in reſpc& of the common nature which is in all Chur- 
ches one and the: ſame : but properly, and in extergall aduntion, 
one flacke is but one congregation, Thirdly, Pariſhes according to 
the adverſe opinion, were not then divided. Neither doth the long 
and fruitfull laboars of the Apoſtles argue, that-there ſhould be 

Pariſh Churches in Dioceſan wiſe added ; bur a greater number of 

figer Churches, Bur when it is'faid that all Aſia did heare : the 
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meaning is, that from hand tohand-it did runne through Afra, ſo as 
Churches were planted every where, even where Payl came not, as at 
Colofle, There might be many churches in Aka, and many conver- 
red by Petr and others frunfull labour withour ſubordination of 
churches. ; 

Examples Eccleſiaſticall. tr. 7epatins exhorteth the. church of che 
Epheſians , ihovgh numberlefle, ro meere rogether ofcen in; one 
place, Epift, to the Ephefians, and to the Philippians : where the Bi« 
ſhop 1s, let the people be gathercd to him, as where Chriſt 1s, there 
is the whole hot of heaven, He calleth his church of Antioch a 
Synagogue of God, wh:ch cannot 2gree to a Dioceſan church : For 
theſe were particular congregations, oppoſed as to that Notionall 
chatch, ſo to all Provinciall and D:oceſan, Neither doth he call 
himſelfe Biſhop of Syri1, but as he 'was, Biſhop of the congregatt= 
on in Syria, as a Minifter Rilech himſelfe a Minifter of the church of 
England, 

2 7uſtine and Ireneus knew no kinde cf chur.h in the world 
which d:d 10: aflemble on the Sabboth, But a D.oc: (an churcl1 
Cannot. 

3 Tertullian Apol. cap, 39. doth ſh:w thar all churches in his 
time C1 meet, 'and did worthip God, in which prayers, readings, 
exhortations, and all manner of cenſures were performed, Hee 
knew no church.s which had not power of cenſures within them- 
{clyes. 


4 Churches are ſid at ficlt ro hive beene Pariſhes, and Pariſhes - 


w.thin cities, in Euſeb, lib, z 44. bb.4. cap. 21. bb.2,cap.6.lib.q.cap. 
25. and S1int 19"s lib 3. cap.23. furhro the- Biſhop, redde ſavencm 
quem tibi ega & Chriſtus teſte Ecilefia tua tradidimus, 1 hat church in 
whole prelence Form might commir his dep tum, or truſt, was bur 
one congregation, [ib.4. cap.t i. Hyg:n1us and Pixs ate (aid ro haye 
undert:k-n the M niſtery of the church of Rome : which church 
was ſuch therefore, as they might miniſter uato, lib 7. 7, Dionife- 
z5 Alex. writeth to Xiſtus, and the church which he governed. A 
Dioceſan church cannnor receive leners, Before. Julian and Deme- 
rri h-s time, there is no mention of churches in a Biſhops patils, 
1he church of Alexandria was within the citie, lib.7, cap. 2. Cornei- 
3:3 is £1jd, efficiam Epiſcepi impleviſſe in tivitate Rome ex Cp. lib, 1. @« 
pill. z Cornelius Felicifſs num ex Eccleſia pepulit qui cum tamen de pro- 
Vina pellare vor potuit. Vide Rufſinum, lib. 1. cap.6, ſuburbicarariarum Ec - 
ci fnuntdntumiuramypeſſit. Cyprian was Paſtor Paretie in Cartbazize, 
of th: Pariſh in Cirthag?, Fuſcb.l1b,7, c2p.3+ ex verbs. Cypriani, lib. i. 
5 | 9 OR 

Itisthe rule of Scripture, that a Biſhop ſhould be choſen in 
fight of his people. Biſhops were choſen long after by the people, 
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As of Rome, and others by the people committed co them, Cype: 
1b.4. epiſt. x. Neighbour Biſhops ſheul come co the prople over 
whom 2a Biſhop was to be ſet, and choſe the Biſhop in preſence of th: 
people. Schifmes were ſaid to be from thence, ©.45d Epiſceps univer- 
ſa fraternitas non obtemperat, Gypr. epiſt. 55. tota fraternizas i. unius con- 
gregationu tote wultitudo, tx qua componitur Etciefia particulayis. Sabing 
ae univerſe [rs ternit atis ſuſfragzo Epiſcepatus fuit deiatus. Cypr. lib, 1. 
epiſt, 47. 58,68. Eccleſie igitur circum non ſuit meſar, quam ut Epiſcorus 
totem plebim ſuam in negetiis buſuſmodi conuscare potuerit. Soc. lib, 7. 
cap.3.48 Ag'peto. Conuo:au't omnem clerum & p'puium qui erat intra 
ailins Juri{dictionem, 

6 The Chorepiſcopi were Biſhops in Villages ; there is no like. 
l:hood of the other notation, Their adyerſ1ries'in oppoſing them 
never obje@ that they were as Delegues, or Suftragin Biſhops to 
them, 

7 Biſhops were wont to goe forth to confime all the baptiz:d * 
through the D.oceſſe, 

8 They were neighbours, znd might meer adozen, ſix,three,in the 
cauſe of a Biſhep. 

9 They were united, ſometimes in Provinciall Cauncels,in which 
many Biſhops met twice yearly, Ruffir. itb. 1,cap.6, Vifiy wiicenſss re- 
porteth in a time when they were feweſt in Atrica in perſecation V an- 
dalica, 660, fled to ſave themſelves, Auftinſiith there were innune- 
rable orthodox Pithops in Atrica ; and the Provinciall Councels doe 
confirme the ſame. 

Now by reaſon it iscleare tht churches were not Metropolitan or 
Dioceſan, 

1 Thar church whoſe cauſes are wanting, that church is wanting, 
But in a Dioceſ1n church cauſes are not tr, be found, E'g2, 

Firſt, the efficient cauſe, God ordeyning., For none can take on 
him to be a miniſter Dioceſan: no place to be a place, where the A(- 
ſembly D:oceſan ſhould be held 5 no p:ople can'worſhip God in re- 
pairing to this place and miniſtery, without warrant of his word, 
Ergo, In the Nationall church of the Jewes, Agron and his (onnes 
tooke not that honour, it was given them : The place of the Natio- 
nall meeting, God choſe Hieruſalem. The people he preciſely bound 
to praiſe ſome ordinances of' worſhip no where but there , and to 
appeare there before him. Secondly, the matter of -a Dhoceſan 
church is people within ſuch a circuit, obliged to meet at leaſt on 
ſolemne dayes, whereſoever the Dioceſan Miniſters and Ordinances 


. of worſhip are exerciſed 5 Paſtors who have callings to rend them 


and miniſter tothem in this Dioceſan meeting now aſſembled, Fi- 
nally, the aQuall meetings of them to ſuch end, as ſuch more ſo- 


lemne and publike meetings are ordained to, are no where com- 
; a manded, 
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minded, nor in any faſhion were ever by-20y warrant of the Word pra 
Qiſed, . 

If ary (ay, theſe are not the cauſes of a Dioceſan Church; bur an or- 
dinance of Gnd binding perſons within ſuch a' circuit to ſubjeR rhem- 
ſclves.to ſuch a Church and the mniſtery thereof, that they may be go- 
yerned by them | 

I anſwer. Firſt, there is no-ordinance of God for this, chat carr be 
Qhewed, that Churches within fuck a circuit ſhould be tryed tea cer- 
raine head Church for goverament. Niy,ir is falſe, For every Church 
by Chriſts inſtitution hath power of government; and the Syaa- 
gogue had in ord:nary marters, the government that the Church of 
Jeruſalem hd ; ( being all over) except onely in ſome reſerved cauſes. 
Secondly, 1 ſay, that this will not make a Dioceſan Church formal- 
ly. fo called. As a Nationall Church could not formally be with- 

out binding the whole Nation to exerciſe ordinances of worſhip 

*inth2 head Church of it : So by proportion. Yea, government is a 

thing which doth now eccidere to a Church corftitured , and doth 

nar eflentially concurre as matter or forme to conſtitute a Church 

of. this or that kinde, Againe, were this true, that the Dioceſan Pa» 

Rors and Miniſters have onely government commitred ro them , 

then it will follow , that they onely have the governing of -par - 

ticular Churches, who-are not any way Pzſtors of chem, miniftring 

Word and Sacraments to them, But this is moſtablurd,- that cheir 

proper and ordinary Paſtors, who diſpence Word and Sacraments to\ 
them, ſhould nothave poteſtetem pedi, nothing to dot -in governing + 
thoſe flockes which depend on them, If any ſay, they were not ati, 
bu: they were virtute potentie: I ay, itis alſo ro make the Apoſtles 
Ciurches imperfe& : and how can this be knowne bur by a preſumed 
intention, which hath nothing to ſhew it, but. thar after event of 
things. 

: From tke efteR T argue; 

2 + Thoſe Churches which Chriſt did ordaine , and the Apoſtles 
plant, might ordinarily aflemble ro- the erdinances of worthip. 
Bur a Dioceſan Church cannot: ordinarily affemble, Ergo, _. For 
when God will have mercy and not ſacrifice , ahd the- Sabboth: is 
for man, he will ner for ever ordaine a thing ſo uncquill and im- 
poſſible, as is the ordinary aflemb'iing of a Dioceſan mulcicude, - If 
any diftinguiſhthe aflumprion, and confilcr a Dioceſan as ſhe is in 
her parts, or as ſhe is atotwn, ftanding of her parts now colleRed to- 
gether, and (ay ſhe may, and doth meer and communicate, and 
edike her ſelfe in the firſt reſpe&. . I anſwer. This: is nothing, and 
deth prove her to be nothing, as ſhe is a Dioceſan Church quia quid 
guid eft, agit ſecundum quodeſt. Tf therefore a Dioceſan Church were 
a real} Church, ſhe muſt have the cMe& of ſuch a Church; co wit, 

TED aflembling 
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 aMmbling, as ſhe is Dioceſan, The Synagogues fo h Wracl mer 
$abboth by Sabboth, but were no Naionall Church ig this regard ; 
that is to ſay, agit is a Nationall Church, ic bad her Nationall recall 


wretinps, | 
I reaſon thirdly, from the ſubjeR. _ 

3 - That Chancch which doth per ſe, «fſentially require locall bounds 
of place, that muſit have locall limits ſer f.rth ot Go4. Bur a Dioceſan 
Church doth fo. Ergo, Whence I thus inferre, He who inſtitutes a 
Dioceſan Church, muſt needs ſer our the locall bounds of this Chatch, 
But God hath nor'ſet curany locali bounds of the Charch in the New 
Teſtament : Erge. He hath not 41ſtituted any Dioceſan Church. The 
p: opofition is certaine : for this doth enter in the definitionof a Dijv- 
celan Church, as alſo of a Nationall. And therefore God inflituting 
the Nationall Church of the Jewes, did as in a map ler forth the 1t- 
mits of that Nation, So alſo4f he had inftitured Dioceſan and Pro- 
vinci2l] Churches, he would have appointed locall bounds, if nut par- 
ticularly deſcribed, yer knuwne and certaine. Bur God hath nor done 
this, For the.Church of the New Teſtament is not thus ticd to pla. 
ces ; it being ſo with the power of teaching, and the-Ecclefiaſticall ja- 
rifdiRion, that it doth refficereſubditas onely per ſe, nor termings locates. 
Civill juriſdi&ion doth refÞicere ſokun primatily,. the ſubjeRs on x in 
the ſecond place, As forthat command: ment of appsinting Prezbyters 
Citia by Citie, it is too weake a ſparre for this building, Againe, that 
Church which may be ſaid to be in a Citie, is net Dioceſan, But th: 
Churchcs which the Apoſtles planted, are 'ſaid to be in Ciries. Ergo, 
1f one (ay to the propoſition, they may z becauſe the head Church 1s 
in the Citie, Avſwer, The Churches the Apoſtles planted are taken 

' for the multitude of Saints united into ſuch 2 body Eccleſiaſtical]. 
But the multitude of Saints through a Dioceſſe cannot be ſaid ro be 
in-a Citie, Ergs.. The (oule may be faid tobe inthe head, though 
it be in otherparts;3 and God in heaven. God, becauſe of his'moſt 
infinite and indiviſible nature ; And fo the ſoule, becauſe it is indi- 
vifible, and is 2s all of it ineyciy part, not asa thing placed in a place 
containing it, but-as a forme in that which is informed by it. Bur in 
things which have quantity,and-are part out of anorher,there is nat the 
l:ke reaſon. 

4 From the adjunQs, That Church which hath no time ſer, where- 
in'te aflemble,is no Church. I ſuppoſe the ground above, that nn- 
thing bur union of a Dioccſle in worſhip, can make a Dioceſan 
Church, Bur this Church hath no time, your Lac it cannot have: ex« 


traordinary ſolemnities God hath not commanded. Ergo, there is no 
ſuch Church, For if it be areall Dioceſan Church, it muſt baye a re- 
all action — that nature of which it is. The a&ion formall 
ofa Church inde 


te is to meet and communicite in worſhip. OF 
C3 a Natio- 
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2 Nationall Church, is to meer nationally and commanicte in 

ſhip. If chen ir muſt meer, ir muſt hayc ſome time ſer downe, ordi- 
nary or extraordinary. Bur God hath done neicher. The Churches, 
which the Apoſtles planted , were in their times moſt perfe& and 
flouriſhing, But Dioceſan Churches were not * for in thoſe times 
they were but in ſeminal infolded, not explicated, as the adverſaries 
confefle. | 

4 That which maketh Gods diſpenſation incongruous to his 
miniſters, is abſurd, Bur a Dioceſan frame of Church doth fo. 
Ergo. That which msketh God give his extraordinary gif:s to mi- 
nitters of churches in the Apoſtles times , when now they h1d but 
one congregation, and give ordinay g frs onely when now they had 
$00, churches under them, is abſurd, But this doth the Dioceſan 
trame, Ergo, ; , ; 

5 The churches throughout which a Presbyrer mighe doe the 
office of -a teaching Presbyter, and a Deacon the office of a Dzacon, 
were not Dioceſan, Burt every Presbyter might miniſter in the Word 
and Sacraments throughout the Church to which he was called ; fo 
might a Deacon tend to the poore of the whole church , whereof 
he was a D:acon, Ergo, thele were not Dioceſan, The reaſon of 
the propoſition is; No Pesbyter can through many congregations 
performe ordinary miniſtery, In which regard the Canon lay for- 
biddeth thar Presbyters ſhould have many. Chirches, cap. 10.quzft.z. 
Una plures Ecclefie uni nequaquam committantur Peibytero : quia FA 
per Eccleſias nec officium v3let perſolvere, nec rebus earum n2ctſſariam curam 
impendere. 

6 If God had planted D.oceſan churches, that is, ordeined tht 
all within citie, ſuburbs, and regions, ſhould make bur one D oce(1n 
Church, then may not two Diocefles be united into one Church, or 
another Church and Biſhop be ſet within the circuit of a D oceſan 
Church, But neithzr of theſe are ſo. The judgement of the Atrican 
fathers ſhew the one, and the Canon law doth thew the other, pag.z, 
cap.16.41. Ergo: s . 

7 If God appointed the frame of the church Dioceſan ſanding 
of one chiefe church, others united inſubjeRion : then: can there-nor 
be the perfeRioa of a church in one congregation : Bur where there 
may be a ſuſficient multitude deſerving a proper Paſtor or Biſhop, re- 
quiring a number of Presbyters and Deacons to miniſter unto them, 
there may be the perfeRion of a church: Bur in ſome one congregation 
may be ſuch a multitude. Ergo : 

8 Thoſe churches which may lawfully haveBiſhops,are ſuch churches 
5$ God inſtituted : Bur churches in Townes, , populous Villages, have 
had, and may have their Biſhops. Ergo. This is proved by wa may 
* Every populous Towne, ſuch as our marker townes, and others ; yaa by 
a 


C2} 
a fynecdecbe, villages ; for there they raught as well as in Cities, There 
were + yaogogues in Villages, as well as in Cities. They excey ted, a- 
gainft them afterward in unconformity to Liw, The teltimoz.y of Z g- 
297.en fheweth what kinde of congregations were they of which Ep:- 
phanixs teſtifieth, And the fathers cf Africa did nor requireqth:n a D.0+ 
ceſan multitude, bur aſr.fhcient multicude, not through cyery part, for 
then they ſhould have had co doe it Cie charches, but in that part of 
the Duvcefle where a Presbyter onely had ſeryed the twne, ſhoutd have 
their Biſhop, - | | 

Jf Dioceſan churches, and Provinciall church:s be Gods frame, 
then we had no Churches in Briryine of Gods frame, ocfore tha 44+ 
fin was ſent by Gr:gorie the great, But here were churches from be- 
fore Tertalhen, after the frame God requireth, at leaſt in (her julge- 
ments, E-g0, - 

Now to come to open the tetmes, and lay downe conclufions : 
whether Dioceſan or Parithionall Churches were at the firlt con- 
{tiftute, 

Bicſt, the word Church we underſtand here, not figuratively 3 t:ken 
M ctonymically tor the place,Synecd.for Miniſters adminifiring ordinan= 
ces : but p-6-er(y, for a body politick, ſanding of people 10 be ravghe 
and governcd,and of teachers and governours, 

Secondly, it may be asked, What is meamt by a Dioceſan churck 2 
Anſw. Such a frame in which many Churches are utired with one 
head Church, as partakv g in holy things, or at leaſt in that power 
of government which is in the chiefe Church, for all the other with. 
in ſuch, or ſuch a circuir, Thcſe phraſes of a Dioceſſe, 3 Divieſar 
B ſhop, . or (hurch, are al} fince the r1me of Conſtantine , yea the two 
lait mugþ later. A Diocefle ſeemeth from the common- wealth to 
have BWhe taken up in the Church, from what time Br ſhops had 
Territories, ample demaines, and ſome degree of civill juriſd1Rion 
annexed to them. Fora Diocefle by the Lawyers, is a circuit of Pro» 
vinces, ſuch 3s the Romans Preſidents had $ or affive, an admini+ 
ſftration of thoſe Provinces with juriſe1Rtion. TL, wwice, Cc. ut ormmes 
{udicet; And inthe Canon I1w, ſometimes Provincia and Diacefs are 
uſed promiſcuouliy, D.ſt.5o, cap. 7. Bur the ancienteſt uſe of this 
word was to note the Territory, or Countrey circuit, oppoſed to the 
Citie, Thus the Countrey churches are called Dizeſane E:i!rfie, cont. 
rur.cep.8, 

Thus Baptiſina'es Eccl:fie were contra ciſtirguiſhed to Parifhio- 
nall. Theſe had every one a i*iocefle, and the whabirarts were cal- 
led: Dioc@ſai : theſe Churches had a woity of houſes dwelling in 
neighbourbood thit belonged to them ; but at length by 2 Synec- 
ys. y the whole Church was called a D.ocefie ; though the Cans. 
niſts diſpute whether it way be fo cailed, ſeeing the Dioceſe - 
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the meaner part by much, in compariſon of the Citie,and ould nor 
ivethe denamination to the whole, So at lengrh che Biſhop was cal. 
Fea Dioca/47u, and the Church which had beene called Eccleſia Civite- 
tis, matrix, 11 utrix, Catbedralts, grew to be called Dieceſan. But here we 
take a Dioceſan Cherch for ſuch a head Church, with which all Chur- 
ches in ſuch a circuit hath reall union, and communien in ſome ſacred 
chings.. Now a Dioceſan Church may be put objective, that is, for a 
Clue bita which are miniſters and miniſtery forthe good of the whole 
Diccefle, thaugh they ſhould never aſſemble, as the worſhip in the 
Church of - Jeruſalem w3s for all Judea, and profited, though abſcor, 
- Or it may be put formally for a body politicke, a coogregation of be=- 
leevers through a Diocefle, with-the miniſters. of the ſame, having 
ſome reall union and communion in (acred things. We deny any ſuch 
Church. 

A Pariſhionall Church may be confidered Meterially or Farmaly ; 
M uecially, as it is a Church within ſuch locall bounds, che members 
whereof dwell contiguouſly one bordering upon the other. This 
God inſticured nor, - for it 1s accidentall ro the Church, may 4beſſe and 
adeſſe, a Church remaining one, If a-Pariſhionall. Church in Lon; 
don ſhould dwell, as the Dutch doe, one farre enough from the-other, 
while the ſame beleevers were united with the ſame governours, the 
Church were not changed, though the place were akered. Second- 
ly, 1t-is pur formally, for a multitude which doe in manner of a Pa- 
11h — congregate ; ſuch Churches,and ſuch onely we lay God 
erected. 

Now. for ſome. Conclufions,. what we agree in, then what. ſe- 
VCrs Us. ; 

Contluſ. 1, Churches of Cities, Provinces ,, Kingdomes,.may be 
called Diocelan, Provinciall, Nationall Churches ; as the Cilches of 
the world are called O:cumenicall, yea haply not withour. warrant 
of Scripture : As x Pee.1.2. writing to all thoſe diſpzrſcd Churches, 
ſpexking cf them fingularly, as of one flocke, x Pet.g.2. The reaſon 
is, things may be called notonely as they are really in themſelves, but 
according to lome refpe& of realon, under which we may apprehend 
tam, 

Conclaſ.2, That there m3y be a reall Dioccſan, Nationall, or head 
Church, wherewich others ſhould be bound to communicate more {0- 
lemnly in Word and Sacraments, and in ſome more reſerved caſes con- 
cerning their goyernment. This was done in the Church of Judea. Our 
men are too {h:e, that feare to come co this propoſition, de poſſe. I aw 
fure our adverſaries will grant us , that our Pariſhionall frame might 
have beene fo conftitured. 

Cort'uſ. 3. That there cannot be ſuch a frame of Church, but by 
Gods infturution, No Miniſters can take this honour, but they muſt 
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Jades, 2 2 peri, to prove, That there cannot-be ſuch a Church, bur 
ac 


ObjeR. It is enough if the communion be in goverament, which al 
our oppoſites grant neceflary, 

Anſw. This maketh thenrather one i» rertioquodems ſeparabilichen 
ene Church : government being a thing that commech co a Church 
now conſtituted, and may be abſent, the Church remaining a Church. 
The firſt Churches .of Biſhops , when now they were divided, did 
keep all other, who were theBiſhops presbyters Rricly ſo'called,and the 
people allo in fome communion with the head Church z for in 
giearer ſoulemaities one and other went up thither, See derret. dift-3. 
aif8.38. 

Coneluſ.4, We agree in this, thu Churches were in their fe. plant- 
ing, cither nor actually Dioceſan,being one congregation without any- 
other ſubordinate, or ifthey had any, yet were they imperfeR, want- 
ing many parts or members of particular. Churches, which belonged ta 
kr em, 

That wherein. we contradi& one another, is, we afficme that no 
fuch head Church was ordained either virtually or aRually, but thae 
all Churches were fingular congregations, equall, independent exch 
of other, in regard of fubjeftion. Secondly, we ſay, were there a Dio- 
ceſan granted, yet will it not follow, that Pariſh churches ſhould be 
without their gevernment within themſelves, but onely ſubje& in 
ſome more common and tranſcendent caſes, As it was with the Syna- 

ues and that Nationall Church of the- Jewes, and as it is berwixr 
Provinciall and Dioceſan Churches. It any Cay there is not the ſame 
reaſon of a Dioceſan Church and Pariſhionall ; for that hath in it 
all the perfe&ion of a Church, I anſwer, not ; taken in compariſon 
to 4 Provinciall Church, it is but a part and member, and hath- nar 
perfe&ion, no more then a parochial| Church hath, compared with a 
Dioceſan. 

Now followeth to anſwer the ArgumentSfirſt propoſed. 

To the firſt,*] anſwer. ro the propoſition by diftinftion. Thoſe 
who ordained that the Cjvizes mw Fils people taken in pegged of the 
whole 


whole | multitude :of the one, 'and local bonnds of ' the other, 
ſhould make bur ene Church;,: they did infticine a Dioceſan thurch, 
But thoſe who ſo inſtituted a' Church in Ci.y , Suburbs, Coun- 
trey thar- their- number might bee compared- ficly ro one 
congregation, they did not th:refore ordaine a Dioceſan Church, 
Againe- to the afumption. But thoſe who uſe Ciry by City, and 
Church by Charch as equivalent (which the Apoſtles doe). they -or. 
dained that City, Suburbs , and Country ' ſhould make bur- one 
Church, Ianſwer by the like diſtin&tion, They who uſe Cup by 
City, people being-taken fer the whole mulccude within the extenc 
of hel: locall bounds, as <quivalent with Church by: (burch , they 
may be ſaid to have ordained that city , ſuburbs and territories, 
thould ' make but one Church. Bur thus the Apoſtles doe not uſe 
them, as of c<quall fignification. For the City had a reaſon of an- 
ample ' continent, the Church - of a thing / contained, + Theſe 
phraſes: ace, . the: one proper, the other meronymicall, and are 
therefore to bee expounded the one by the other. -Hee placed 
Presbyters #27 Ay, Iſt we ſhould underſtand it of the 
wulcicuJe and locall bounds, it is ſaid in the ARs of the Apo- 
files: that they. placed them xgr".#:xAyoiz, Church ; by Church : 
becauſe Presbycrers were not given but to Diſciples and 
Chriſtians now conyerted cut of the multitude and locall lis: 
mites wherewith cities were bounded. Secondly, there is an gd- 
«quate acception of theſe phraſes pey accidexs, not becauſe the citie 
and-church . was to make but one chureh , . but becauſe the Chriſtj«- 
ans by occaſion of their number , net being then too great, : wete 
framed into one church ; or becauſe by occaſion there was yet bur: 
one church, not becauſe there was to be but ane, Now hee who 
thus uſcth them-promiſcuouſly, doth imply that one church was as 
yer conſtituted., not that there was to be-but one through the cir 
cuit of city z' ſuburbs , andcountrey.. Thus hkewiſe it izeafi'y an- 
{wered tothe proofe .of che propoktion +: For thus the multitude of 
Citizens - converted -and. unconverred , could not be: achurch of one 
congregation yet the number of thoſe who in city, ſuburbs, and terri- 
tories, were aQually converted, was no more then might be ordered 
into one church,and the Apoſtles framing theſe-into one on the preſent 
occaſion, did not exclude the after conſtituting of any other within the 
ſame locall bounds, F | 
To the ſecond 'Argument : and firft ; the- objeRion from the 
Nationall church of the Jewes. . I anſwer, denying che aſſump. 
tion, That the Synagogues being many , made one church 1 bez: 
cauſe they were all one Kingdome, one poficflion, For thus there 
was one Occumenicall charch., when the. world wag under one 
: | ; Emperourc- 
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Bmipereur , '20d of orie profeſſion. © Ictis accidental todic- aniry 
of a Church whether the kingdome be oneor no; + If Irael ; when 
God had divided the Kingdome ito: two: had gone: up to Hie- 
ruſalem, and kept there communion in the- worſhip of that 
Church, they had Rill been one- Church, though two King- 
domes. If liere were as many Kings and Kingdomes as have 
beene in England, ſamany as ſhould belong to one ' Proyinciall 
Church, hould bee one Church , though many - Kingdomes. 
The truth is, they were one Church, becauſe they had union and 
Nativnall communion in the orginarces of warſhips, which were 
in that one.Church to which they all belonged. The high Pric 
was their preper Prieſt , hee made ft on for them , blefled 
them, they were not to offer any where ,- bur there, If any 
thinke this cannor bee the cauſe , why there were one. Church, un- 
der the governement of one high Prieſt, for then ſhould 4aronhave 
beene as well as Mclcbiſedech, a type of Chriſts Kingly office, 1 an- 
ſwer here is Prieflly Pxelacy and. governement, - as welt as Princety : 
They were under Agron in the former regard , in which he:was a ſha, 
dow of Chriſt, : ; I | 
To the ſecond inſtance of Hieruſalem 3 we deny the pro- 
poſition. ;It might be intendea 'for a head and mother Church 
in regard of order, and -yet not bee a Natitonall Church ha- 
ving power over oth:rs : If it ſhould have beene ahead, baving 
power accordingly , as it was a Mother Church, ir ould have 
beene head [to all the world. -Secondly , wee. deny the Aﬀuwp- 
tion, That the Apoſtles ever intended, that it ſhould be a head ro 
Chriſtian Churches through Julea 2: as it had beene before, under 
the High Prieſt, That conttitution was typical], and may ber- 
ter plead for an univerſall, Chriſtian Church , then. for a, Natio- 
nall, Secondly , there is nor the leaft intimarion of Scripture this 
way. Thirdly, had this D.vinity beene knowne, the Fathers 
would not haye ſuffered, that it ſhould have beene made a Dioceſan 
church, and ſabjeRed to Cxſarea, To the Profillogiſme. The 
Church which was ſo numberſome, that it could not mecte or- 
dinzrily, could not bee a Pariſhional Church, This was ſo. 
Ergo, &c. To the prgpoſition I anſwer, That which was by 
inhabitants, who had fxum demiciliam, ſo numberſome that ic 
could . not meete, I grant it, -But ſo this was not ; by acci- 
dent often many ethers were there in traufity. Secondly, nay 
wee read that they did meete ordinarily, as is above ſaid, and in 
that deliberation aboyr which the Church of Antioch did fend 
to them , Jrenexs affirmeth, 0. q 1 2» Vnjverſam (4M —_ 
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certaine /they-were not fixed members of this Church, "For would 
Lake, who ceckoneth the growth of chem to five thouſand, have con- 
cealcd ſo notable acceflions, where by they (ay, they grew eptoTknow - 
not how many thouſands 3 there is no likelihood, ther thercfore 
they were ſuch beleevers as are mentioned, Toby 2. or whether by rea- 
ſon of the Paſlcover, or Pentecoſt, or ſuch like teaſt,they were is tran- 
fra , onely there for In How ever it is, there is £0 likeli- 
hood that they were conſtant members of that Church, Neverthe- 
tAe,fay, they were morethen could ficly meer, yet might they be 
tollerated as in one Congregation, The Apoſtles ſeeing ſuch rimes 
ro enſue, wherein many of them ſhould trarflate themſelves, and 
be difperſed hither and thither. God letrirg it grow a while more- 
ranke and aboundant then ordinary Churches are to be, becauſe 
it was Eccleſie ſurcularss, many of whoſe branches were to' be 
cr2nſplanted in their cime. Yea, h1ad there beene five thouſand ſer- 
led members, we read of (ome ordinary Auditories , ſp:ken to 
by ordinary Paſtors, as great z as Cbryſcſtome on Meattb.24. doth fig- 
rifie, to his eſteeme they might. be five thouſand that then heard his 
Voyce. 2 
Touching the third inſtance, Asto the firſt reaſon, The propeſi- 
*tion is denycd : for naming the reſt of Achiia with them, doth no 
more figaitie the ſubjeQion of all Achaians, then in the r Cortath. 
21.2, haming all Saints in every place, doth ſignifie their ſubjeRi- 
On. The ſecond reaſon, huh the ſequell of the propeſition denied : 
for the contraty is rathcr true, He who without any note of diffe. 
rence calleth rhe church of Cerimth by the name of Achaia, he 
doth imply that ie is bur one particular church -equall with the 
other churches in Achaia, To the third, the propoficion is againe 
denied, That he that ſpeakerh of all th2"churches as one, doth 
imply a metropolitan chutch. For by the firſt concluGon we 'mzy 
ſpeake of things not onely as they are really, but according to any 
reipe& of reaſon, nnder which they are apprehended. Againe, the 
afſun,ption is falſe : Heſpeaketh not of them as one church , *bur 
2s divers churches in one Province. But it is named and ſet be- 
fore o:hers, Ergo. &c. The ſequellis againe denied. For it may be 
named before other, becauſe it is the inofl Hloftrious and conſpicuous 


church ; but not becanſfe it hath any power over other. Finally, it is 
roo grofe to thinke, that all in Achaia came to Corinth to be ine 
ſtructed and make their contributions, every church vfing the firſt day 
of the weeke when they aflembjed xo make their colle&tions with 
themſelves.. - 
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- - ment at all, If '] were a conformitant I ſhould obje& otherwiſe 


. 4 & | Fourth' infldnce is I wher: | | | ; BY tz + Ez 
THland, ſo full of ciries, vom tobe one church of Crete, whereof _ PEE 
Titus was Biſhop. . Thoſe manifold churches which mide but one 
whereof Titus was Biſlivp, thoſe were all one- N:tionall charch, 
Boe the churches of Crete, as ſaith the ſubſcription, were ſo. Ergo. 
Anſw, The propcfition might be queſtioned on the ground above * 
bur the affumprion is falſe : preyed by aſubſcription, winch 's |. ke his 
proofe, which was brought out of the booke after the Revelation. 
For firſt they are not inthe Syrixcke'teftament. Secondly, th y are . 
nor thought of Antiquity ancienter then Theodorer. Thirdly, the 
ſubſcripuon is falſe, and moſt unlikely : For had Paul written from 
Nicopolis, he would have wiſhed Titvs tro come to him to Nicop»lis, 
where he was for the preſent, and meant to winter, rather then hive 
ſpoken of it as a place from which he was abſemt,and whether he meant 
tO repaire. | 
The fifth inftance, Phillip, 3. That church, which was in the 
chiefe citie of M3cedonia, muſt needs be at leaſt a Dioceſan. Bur 
the'church of Philippi was ſo. Ergo. This will prove an argument, 
when churches muſt needs be conformed to the civill regency of 
the Emperour : his foure chiefe Governonrs called prefefii pretorii, 
his preſfidencs of Provinces under them, and inferivur Judges, and 
Magiſtrates, under thefe inone citic, and the regions of it, But this 
is an errour giving ground to a Patriarchall and Orcumenical! 
charch, as well as a Provyinciall and Dioceſan, This rule of planting 
chutches' varieth at mans pleaſure : Fot the Romane Provinces af - 
ter thepeople of Rome gave up their right to the Emperour, were 
brought all into one, ander one head and Monarch, and Provinces 
” have beene diverſly divided from time t9 time, From this Monarchie 
aroſe the Popes plea againfit the Greeke churches for his Oecumeni. 
call ſoveraignty. What forme of churches muſt we have amongſt them 
who never received ary ſuch government, nay any conſtane govern- 


for a Provinciall church in Philippi : viz thus. That church which 
had many Biſhops in it could not be Pariſhionall nor Dioceſan, 
but Proyiciall, For the Provinciall church huh the Metropoli- 
tan and Suſfragan Bſhops in it, ard no other. But Philippi had fo, - 
Ergo. But the Propofition is true onely when it is underſtood of Di- ' 
oceſan Biſhops, not of Pariſhiona)l B ſhops. Pavl writeth :not co 
the Biſhops in the church, but in the citie : Now mat y Biſhops 
are not in the Provinciall citie, thovgh -mavy are in a Provindiall 
churche 

Now to come to the churches of Afia, I anfwer to the propoſt- 
tion of the firſt Syllog. by diſtintion, One church may conteine ' 
others, as an cxawple dock — in it a thing excwpliked : or 
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2s ahead Church doth, Chunches united iy fabjeR3on 5 ite Thoſe 
Cluches which coargine all other in-che latter ſence, it is crucy th 
w-re az leaſt Diocgſan-: bur in; this ſenſe the 2Aumprion is denyed. 
The fame antwer firteth the Profyllog. Hz thit wricing to thee, 
writeth to all other. by vertue of cheir ſubjeionall ſubordination , 
be doth imply thar. all others are. conteined 11 theſe as member 
Churches under one head, But he who writing to theſe, writeth to 
all other ag exemplified onely in them, he doth not imply any ſack 
thing, Now this is manifelt,, becauſe he writeth to ſeven Churches : 
whereas this were ſuperfluous, if Chriſt did intend his letter one= 
ly to head Churches conteyning other, For then five Churches ſhould 
have beene written to onely, ſecing in them all! others, were con- 
teyned, as they (1y, For by law of this .virtuall contiaency, Phiſa- 
delphia and T hiatira were included in two of the other, viz, Sardis, 
and Pergamus, which were their mother cities, What needed he have 
vamed PhilaceIplua and. Thyatira, which by Jaw of this virtuall con» 
tinency did intend to dite& his lercer onely to head Churches ® A- 
gaine, the aſlumption is falſe :* For he doth write principally co the 
even, and to all orher Churches in Aſia no further th-n he writerh 
to all the Churches inthe w-4ld. There were other ' Churches in A+ 
ſia, ſuch as were Colofle, Hierapolis, Troas, the Church 2t Mile: 
tum, and Aflvs, which the Centuries mention, which depended nor 
on thole ſeven, If Colofle and Hierapolis, were not, 2s ,Liodicea, 
rcedified when Jobn did write the Revelation, yet theſe other Chuce« 
ch:s were notextant, Not to name Magnefiz and Tralles, the in- 
dependancy whereof is fully cleared whatſocver Dot. Downam ob- 
jedeth. 

To the third reaſon ; from Chriſts manner ef concluding his E- 
piftles,, it-is anſwered by denying the aſſumption, . Fer ,Chriſt 
doth not uſe the plurall number in reſpe& of that one Church 
preceding, but in, reſpe& of the ſeven colleQiyely raken, ir be» 
ing hs will that the members of cach ſingular Church ſhould lay ts 
heart both ſeyerally and joyntly, what ever was ſpoken to them and 
to others, 

Now to come to the Ecclefiaſticall examples, as of Rome, 
and Alexandria, two - hundred yeares after Chriſt. And firſt 
to anſwer the reaſon brought for their increaſe, ſuch as could 
not keepe ſtill in a Pariſhionall meeting. The propoſition is not 
of neceſſ3ry conſequence z for there were | very extraordinary. rea- 
ſons of that which was eſffeRed in the Church of J:rufalem- + 
From Chriſt himſelle, from the reſidence of all the Apofiles ; 
f.om the Kate of the. people there afſembled; from the ſtate of 
that Church ; from che time in which theſe were done. Chriſt 


had 
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hed, prayed for them” puriculaly,” ro which ſoine-20ribixe the 
St miraculous converſion by Percrs preaching. Againe, it was fic, 
beirg now aſcended into: his-/ lory y he ſhouid there more a- 

bonndatgly'difpliy his power , and, more conſpicuorfly ſwallow 'up 
the ſcandall of his crofle, Againe, this Church had the labour 
of all the Apoſiles for a time ina 2 whoſe care and induſtty we may. 
gueſle by 'their ordination of Deacens, -that they might nor be 
diſtrated, Thirdly,, the confluence” and 'concourte to Hieruſailem 
was of much 'people , -wh> though explicately they did nor be. 
lecve in Chiiſt 3 yet had-in them the faith of the Meſliah , ang 
therefore were neerer to the kingdome of God then the common 
Heathen, The- ſtate' of this Church was ſuch, that it was to (end: 
out light. to all others -a common. nurſery.to the world, Finally, 
the time being now, the beginnirgs of planting that heavenly 
Kingdome, 1ecing beginniogs of things are diſhcult, no won- 
der 1f 1hie Lord did reveale his arme more ex:raordinarily, It doth 
not therefore follow from this particular, to the ſo great encrea : 
ſing of theſe churches in tra& of time. Nay, if theſe other Churches 
had enjoycd like increaſe in their beginnings, it would nor follow, 
as thus, Thoſe Churches which within a few yeares had thus many in 
them, bow uunbe ſome w:rt they many yeares after? Becauſe the grow- 
ing of things hath a Peciod fer, afrer which, even thoſe 't hings: 
which a great while encreaſed , doe decreaſe and goe downward, 
as it. was 1n Jeruſalem. - Not to mention , that' we deny the af- 
ſuwprion, : X: | 

Bar though the; Argument is bur Topicall, and cat) but breed an 
epinion onely, yet the teſtimonies ſeeme irrefragable. "Tertullian 
_ teſtifying that halfe the Citizens in Rome was Chriſtians. And Cor- 
nelius, that there was beſides hiraſclfe, and 45.-Presbyrers, a number- 
ſome Clergie, ,, | by 

I anſwer, [That Tertullians ſpeech ſeemeth - ro be ſomewhar: 
Hyperbaljcall 3 for who can þelceve that more then halfe the Ci-' 
tie, and world', - after a ſorty were Chriſtians ? But he ſpeaketh this, 
and .truely.in ſome regard becauſe they were ſo porent' through 
the world, that” if thiy . would have made head they might 'haye 
troubled: happily their percecutors, Or elſe he might Cay chey were 
halfe of chem Chriſtians ,,-Hot becauſe there were ſo. mary mem- 
bers of the Church '; dur, .becauſe there were ſo'/many 'who did 
beare ſome favour to their cauſe ; and were' it as ſafe as otherwiſe,” 
would: notfticke to © turne tothem,. Bur Tertullian knew no Chur» 
ches which did not mect, having prayers , exhortations, and mini- 
ering all kindes of cenlures: If therefore - there were more 
Churches in Rome in his time, it will make little for Dioceſan 
Churches, | ATION 

- | Touching 
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. Tonching Carvelize : we anſwer Jt'is not unlike but auditories were 
divided and tended by Presbyrteries. Cornelius keeping the Cathedral 
Church, and being ſole Biſhop of them : but we deny that theſe made 
2 Dioceſan Church; For firſt,the Cathedrall and Parochiall Churches 
were all within the Citie, in which regard he is ſaid, Ofi;ium Epiſcopi 
zpleviſe in civitare Rome. Neither was his Church as ample as the 
Province, which that of Feeliciflimus ſuſficiemly reacheth, Secondly, 
we ſay that theſe Parochiall churches, were to the mother church, as 
chappels of eaſe are to theſe churches in metrocemiisathey had communi- 
on with the mother church,going to the ſame for Sacraments and hea- 
ring the Word, and the Biſhop did goe out tothem and preach amongſt 

them. For ſome of them were not ſuch as had liberty of Baptizing, 
and therefore could not 'be fevered from communion_with the head 

Church, : 

Now to anſwer further, it is beyond 200. yeares for which our de- 
fence is raken, For there is reaſon why people which had beene held 
together for 200, yearcs as a Congregx, on, migkt now fifty yeares af - 
ter be exceedingly encreaſed, The Ecclefiaſticall ftory nareth a moſt 
remarkeable-increaſe of the faith, now in the time of Zuliex before 
Corneline. Neither muſt we thinke that an Emperour, as Philippus 


favouring the faith , did net bring on multitudes to the like profeſ- 
fon. Secondly, we fay, there is nothing in this of Cormeline which 
m3y not well ſtand, that the Church of Rome, though now much 
increaſed, did not keepe together as one Chacch.: For the whole peo- 
ple arc ſaid to, have prayed and communicated with the xepentant 
Biſhop, who had ordeyned Novatxs : and we ſee how (oradiue 
doth amplific Nevatue his pertinacic : , From hence, thatnone of 
the numerous Clergie , nor yet of the people, very great and-innu- 
merable, could turne him, or recall him, which argueth thar the 
Church was not fo aboundant, but that all the members of it had 
mionand communion, for the mutuall edifying and reſtoring one 
of another, And 1 would faine know, whether the feyen Deacons, 
ſeven Subdeacons,two and forty Acolouthes, whether thoſe exorciſtes, 
Le&ors, Porters about two and fifry are ſo many, as might not be ta- 
ken up in a Congregation of kfteene or twenty thouſand ? Surely the 
time might well require them, when many were to be ſent forth to doe 
ſome parc of miniſtery more privately, Not to name the errour of 
the Church in ſuperfluous multiplications of their Presbyters, to 
vilitying of them, as they were ſuperfluous in the point of their 
Deacons. There were fix:y in the church of Sophia for the helpe of 
the Licurgie. True its, the COPIES could not but be excec- 
ding great, and mighe well be called in a manner innumerable,though 
ir were but of a twenty thouſand people, Bur becauſe of thac which 
rs ceported couching diviſion by Evarifiue, Myginns , Dionifaa , and 

: Marceliinns; 
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' Marcellinus, though there is no auchenticke authour for it ; neither 5s 
it IikeJy in Hoſpinianus judgement, Lec it be yeelded thar there were 
ſome Parochiall diviſions, they were not many, and within the Ci- 
tie, and were but as Chappels of eaſe to the cathedrall or mother 
Church, 

Concerning the objeRion from the Churches of Belgia, or the 
low Countries, we deny the propoſition : for we cannot reaſon thus ; 
If many Maſters , and aiftinft formes of Scboliers, im one frie Schoole , 
be but ue Schoole : then many Maſters and company of Scho'lers , ſeve- 
red in many Scbooles, are but owe Scboele, Secondly, they have com- 
munion in the ecmmunity of their Teachers, though noc in the 
ſame individuall word tended by them. Bur it isone thing, when 
ſheepe feed together in one common Paſture , though they bite not 
on the ſame individuall grafſe : Another thing when now they are 
tended in diverſe ſheepe- gates, Not to urge, that in the Sacra- 
ments and Diſcipline, they may communicate as one Congre- 
gation, 

Touching the obje&ion from Geneva ; I anſwer to the propoſiti- 
on by diſtin&tion. Thoſe who ſubje themſelves to « Pres:yrerie , as not 
bavine power cf governing themſelves within tyemſelues, as being under it 
by ſubordination, theſe may mm effett, as well be ſubſet to a Conſiſtorie : But 
thus the twenty foure (hunches of Gentue doe not. I hey or have power of 
governing themſelves, but for greater edification, voluntarily confede- 
rate, not to uſe nor exerciſe their power, but with mntuall communica- 
tion, one asking the counſell and conſent of the other in that common 
Presbytery. Secondly, it is one thing, for Churches to ſubjeRthem- 
ſelvzs ro a Biſhop and ConfiRory, wherein th! y ſhall have no power of 
fuffrage : Another ching to communicate with ſuch a Presbytery,wher- 
in themſelves axe members and Judges with others, Thirdly,ſay, they 
had no power, nor were no members 1n that Presbytery, yet it 15 one 
thing to ſubmit themſelves to the goverament of Ariftocrafie, another 
to the Biſhops Monarchicall government, For while his Presbytcrs 
are but as Counſecllours to a King, though he conſulteth with them, he 
alone goyerneth. Geneva made this conſociation, not as if the P.ime 
Churches were :mperfeR, and to make one Church by this union : 
bur becauſe though they were intire Churches, and had the power of 
Churches , yer they needed this ſupportin exerciſing of it, and rhar 
by this meanecs the Minifters and Seniors of it might have communt» 
ON, But what are all the foure and twenty Churchesof Geneya to one 
of our Dioceſ1n Churches? 

Now to anſwer the reaſons, The firſt of themhath no part true : 
the propoſition is denyed, For theſe Churches which had ſuch Presby- 
ters and Deacons as the Apoſtles inflituted were Pariſhionall, that 
18, ſo conjoyned that they might and = meet in one BP 
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The DoRor did confiler the {lendernefle of ſome of our Pari-- 
ſhes, and the numberſome Clergy of ſome Cathedrall Chur- 
ches, bur did not conſider there may be Presbyteries much 
lefler, and Congregations ampler and fuller, and yer none fo 
bigge as thould require that mulritude he imagineth, nor made fo 
licile as might not have Pcesbyrers and Dzacons. What though ſuch 
Major and Aldermen as are in London cannot be hid in every 
Towne, yer fuch a Towne as Cambridge miy have a Maior 
and Aldermen as Cambridge aftoords , and the meanet markcc 
Towne may have, though not in degree, yet in kinde like Govers 
nours, So 15 it1n Presbyters and other Officers : rhe multitude of 
Presbyrers falling forth pey accidens, not that a Biſhop is ever to have 
alike numberſume Presbyterie , bur becauſe the Church is ſo num- 
berſome thac ations liturgicall require more copious 1ſli.lance,and ſo 
wealthy that it can well maintaine them. And belide , becauſe of 
that Collegiate reaſon which was in them rather thea Eccleſiaſticail, 
which the fathers had in their Presbyreries 3 for the nucling of 
plants, which might be tranſplanted for ſupply of vacant Churches, 
which was a point that the Apoſtles in planting Chucches no whit 1n« 
rended, ; 
To come tothe afſfumption : But city Church2s one'y had & Biſhop 
with Presvzters and Deacons. Anſwer, Firſt, nocto ſtand upon this, 
that Saint Pawlſer no Biſhops with Presbyters, bur Pcesbyters onely, 
and they ſay Biſhops were given , when the Presbyters had broughr 
the Church to bee more numberiome , the, aſſumprioi is falſe , thar 
Citie Churches oxely bed them. For the Scripture faith , they planted 
them Church by Church; that is, through every Church. Then eye- 
1y Church had her Governours within her ſelfe, wee muſt uſe as ame 
ple incerpreraticns as may be, Contrarily, the ſenle which arroga- 
teth. this to one from the reft wee cannot without evidence receive 
it, in ambittoſts reftrifia interpretario afhbenda eft. Erilefa doth 
not fignifie any Church withour difference , Parifhionall , D.oceſan, 
or Provinciall ; but onely a company orderly aflembling, not 
&2cg. but ixranTie row un 4; wet wenn Such a co:r pany therefore 
as cargregare decently to ſacred purpoſes is 3 Church by tranflation, 
Beſides the indefinite is equivalent co the unverſall,as, x2]: Ay is 
x<9 $245) Ano nar eunyficy is #2) exgoup exxAncidy. Now 
their interprecation beggeth every thing without any ground, For 
when Presbyters may ve tak2n but three wuts : diyiſfin, conjuntt m, 
and divifm, and conjuntlim: divifim one Presvyter in one , another jn 
ar.other, con juntlim; diverſe Presbyters in every Church , . neuher of 
theſe will ſerve their turne, the lacrer onely being true: for Scripture 
making two kinds of Presbycers, without which the Church cannot be 
governed,it is ſure ic did give of both Kinds © eve: y Chucch they p'an- 
teds 
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ted, Now they ſeeing ſome Churches in or times to have many, and 
ſome one cenſiter 1t both waies CollefAive,many Presbyters,& Singylarly, 
one here, and one there, and becauſe many Presbyters cannot be thig 
placed in our frame of Churches, imagine the Church to containe 
Pa:ochiall and Dioceſan Churches. 

But they will gor ſeeme toſpeake without reaſon ; the Scriptuee 
ſy they placed City by City Presbyrers, and therefore in ſuck 
Churches - as occupied Citic , Suburbes , and Countrey, which Pa- 
riſhionall ones doe nor. But may not a Church of one Congrega- 
tion-be in a Citie, without eccupying limits of Citie, Sububes, and 
Countrey ?- and if Presbyters be placed in-fuch a Church , may they 
not bee ſaid to be placed in Cities? Indeed it the Presbyters placed 
in Ciries were given to all the people within ſuch bounds ; the caſe 
were other ; but the citie is not literally thus to beunderſtood , bue 
metonymically for the Church in the Citie, Neither was the Church 
in the city, all within ſuch bounds ; for the Saints of a place and 
Church of aplace, are all one in the Apoſtles phraſe of ſpeech. Ax 
for that which is ebjeed from Ecclefiafticall hiftory, ir is true, thar 
in proceſle of time, the Biſhop onely had acompany of Presbyrers. 
Before , Churches kept in one Congregation arid had all their Preſ- 
byrers, Churches ſhould ſo have afterward beene divided, thar ail 
Kould have beene alike for kinde,though incircumRanciall excellea- oO 
cy ſome were before other, What a grofle thing is it to imagine, chae 
the firſt frame the Apoſtles did ere& was got for poſterity ro imitate? 
A fitter example then to take out of the cuſtome of Metropeles, whe 
ſending out there Smyxiay, or Colonies, doe uſe to reſerve ſome cafes 
in civill juriſdi&ion over them, which the ſtate of later Churches did 


exprefie, 


OVESTION, WH E- 
TAHER CHRIST ORDAINED 
by himſelfe, or by his Apoſtles, any 

ordinafy Paſtor,asour Biſhops,having both 


precedency of order, and majority 
of power above others. 


 E E will follow the ſame meth2d : Firſtyſetting 

downe the arguments for it, with anſwers to 

them: Secondly,the arguments agiinſt ir, T hird- 

ly, lay downe concluſions. The arguments for 

it are : Firſt, taken from Scripture ; ſecondly, 
from praQiſe of the Churches : thirdly, from reaſon evincing the ne- 
c<llity of it, 

The fi-ft Argument. 

Thoſe whom the holy Ghoſt inſtituted, they are of Chriſts ordai- 
ning. But the holy Ghoſt is ſaid to have placed Biſhops, ARs zo, Er- 
go, B'ſhops are of Chriſts ordaining, 

Anſwer. We deny the affumption: viz, That thoſe Presbyters of 
Epheſus were Dioceſan Biſhops, It is moſt plaine they were ſuch 
who did Cemmuni coaſitie tend the feeding and government of the 
Church 3 ſuch Biſhops whereof there might be more then one in * 
one congregation, The common gloſle referreth to this place thar 
of 7erom: that at firſt Presbyters did by common councell governe 
the Churches, Yea, DoQ. Downem doth count Epheſus as yer to have 
had no Biſhop, who was ſent unto them after Pauls being at Rome, 
as he thinketh, And others defending the Hierarchie , who thinke 
aim to have ſpoken to Biſhops, doe judge: that theſe words belong nor 
co the Presbyters of Epheſus, but are Goes in regard of others toge- 
ther then preſent with them,to wit,of Timotby, Sofivater, Tychicua, who, 
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ſay they, were three Biſhops indeed ; but that he ſpeai:th cf theſe who 
indeed were in company, 1s quite beſides the text. 


The ſecond Argement. 

Such Paſtors as the ſeven Angals, Chriſt ordained, But ſuch were 
Dioceſan Biſhcp,, Ergo, The aflumprion proved. Thoſe who were of 
{ingular preheminency aniygſt other Paſtors, and had correGuve poiy= 
er over all others in their Churches, tiicy were Dc celan b:ſh»ps. Bur 
the Angels weze ſingular perſons in cyery Church having Eccl. 3 ifticail 
prcheminerce and {uperioriny of power, Ergo, they were Diocelan bi- 
ſhops. The aſſumption is proved, Thoſe who were thaduwed- by ſeven 
Angular Starres, were ſcyen ſingular perſons. But the Angels were ſo, 
Ergo. Againe, Thoſe to whom onely Chriſt did write, who onely bar 
the praiſe, diſpraiſe, thre3tning, in regard of what was in th: Church 
amifle, or otherwiſe : they haa Majority of power avoye others. Bur 
theſe Angels are written to onely , they are onely praiſed , diſpraiſed, 
threatned, Ergo, &c, 

Anſw. 1. In the two firſt ſyllogiſmesthe afſumption is denyed, Se- 
condly, in the firſt Profyllogiſme the conſequence of the propeti:ion 
is denied, That they muſt needs be ſeven ſingular perſons. For fe- 
verefingular ſtarres may fignikie ſeven Vaites, whether ſingular or 2g + 
gregative 3 ſeven pluralities of perſons who are. ſo united as if they 
were one, And it is frequent in Scripture to note by a unity, a unt- 
ted multitude, Thirdly, the conſequence of the propefition of the la 
proſyllogiſme is denyed. Fer though we ſhould ſuppoſe fingular per. 
ſons written to, yet a preheminency in order and greater authority, 
without majority of power, is reaſon enough why they ſhould be writ- 
ten to ſingularly, and blamed, or praiſed above other, Thus the Ma- 
ſter of a Colledge, though he haye no negative voyc?,,might be writ- 
cen to, and blamed for the miſdemeanours of his Colledge, not thac 
he hath a power over-ruling all : bur becauſe ſuch 1s his drgnicy, eh 16 
did he doe his endeavour 1n dealing with , and perſwading others, 

there is no diſorder which he might not ſee redreiled. Fourthly, a- 
g2ine the aſſumption may be denyed ; That they are onely written 
co, For though they are onely name, yet the whole Chaiches are 
written to inthem ; the ſupereminent member of the Church by a Sy. 
necdoche pur for the whole Church. Por it was the cuttome inthe A+ 
poſtles times, and long atter, that not any ſingular perſons, bur the 
whole Churches were. written unto, as in Pas Epililes is manifeſt, 
and in many examples Ecclehaſticall, And that this w3s done by Chiiſt 
here, the Epiphonemaes teſtifie, Les every oe beare what the ſpirit ſheak- 
eth to the Churches, 


The third Argument. 
Thoſe whom the Apofilgs ordained, were of Apoſtolicali inflit» 
i; EY I ; "a | | 
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on, Butthcy ordained. Biſhops. Ergo. The afſumption 1s proved by 
inecaction. 

E:rft, thy ordained Fumes Biſhop of Jeruſalem preſently after 
Chriits aſcention, Ergo. they ordained Biſhops. T his is teſtified 
by Eufebingtib. 2.Hifeo. cop.1. cut of Chment and Hegeſippin : yea, that 
the Church he (ate 1n was reſerved to his time, (3b. 7.Cep. 19.0 32» 
1lis ovr owne author Ierom teflifieth, Cataieg., Script. Epiph. od ber. 
65.Chy/oft. in Att. 3. & 23. Ambror). in Golath, 1. 9, Dorotbeus in 
Synopſis. Aug, contra Gref lib, 2.cap. 37. the generall Councell of 
Conll.in Trull. cap. 32. For rhough kee could nor recerye power 
of order , yet they might give him power of juriſdiQion, and aſf- 
f53: e him his Church, So thit thuugh he were an Apoſile, yet ha- 
vii o a fingular afſignztion, and taying here till death, he might juſt- 
Iy v2 called the B.ih-p, .as indeed he was, It he were not the Paſtor, 
whom had they for their Paſtcr ? 

Secondly, thoſe ordinary Paſtors who were called Apoſtles of 
Churches 1n compariſon of other Biſhops and Presbyters ; they 
were 1n order and majority of power befort-other. Bur Epgpbre» 
gitzzs. was the Aputle of the Phil-ppians, though they had other 
calcd Brſhops, Chap. 1.4 Ergo. The afiumprion; thathe is ſo cal- 
ic4 as their eminent Pattor, 15 manifeſt by anthorities, lerom. in Phil. 2. 
Tie-d, end Ci:y/eft. on the ſame place. Neither is it ike this ſacred 
appropriate name ſhould bee given to ar.y inregard of meere ſending 
hither or thither, Yea this, rbat be was ſent, d:id argue him there Bi- 
ſhop : for when the Churches had to ſend any. wheie they did uſually 
intreate their Biſhops, 

Thirdly, Archippus they inltituted at Colofſe, Erge. 

Fourthly, Timetby and Titus were inſtitured P-ſhops, the one of 
Epheſus, the other of Crete, Etgo. The Antecedent is proved 
thus. That which is preſuppoſed in their Epiſtles, is true, Bur 
ir is preſyppoled that they were . Biſhops in. theſe -Churches, Ex- 
go. The afſfumption proved, Thoſe whom the Epiſtles preſup- 
poſe to have had Ep:ſ-opall authority given them to bee exerciſed 
in tote Churches, th.y are preſuppoſed ro haye beene ordained 
biſhops there, Burt the Epiſiles .preſappoſe them ro have had E- 
piſcopall authority given them to be exerciſed in.thoſe Churches, 
Ergo. The :fluwption .proved. 1, If the Epiſtles written to Ti- 
mothy and Titus, bee patternes of the Epiſcopall funRion, infor- 
micg them, 2nd in them all biſhops, then thcy were 'biſhops, 
But they are ſow, Ergo. 2 Againe, whoſoever preſcribing to Ti- 
mothy and 7 its their duties 7s governours in theſe Churches , doth 
preſcribe the very dutic of biſhops , hee doth preſuppuſe them bi- 
ſhops. But Pay! doth ſo'; For what 1s the office of a biſhop be- 
ade teaching , butto ordaine and goverie : and governe with fin- 
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gtlarity of preheminence , and majority ofpower in compariſon of 
vther, Now theſe are the things which they have in charge, Tir. 1, 5, 
r Tim. 5.22, 17Tj8.1 3,18. 2 Tim, 2.16. Erg), 3. 'F hoſe things 
which were written to informe nor orely Timorby ani Tits, but in 
them all their ſuccellours who were Dioceſan Biſhops, ' thoſe were 
written to Dioceſan biſhops. But theſe were ſo, Ergo, wo Dio- 
ceſan b ſhops, Now that Dioceſrn bithops were their ſucccf>urs, 
!iS:roved, 1, Either they; or Presbycers, or Congregations, Not the 
latter, 2, Againe, Thoſe who did ſucceed them were their ſuccefſours, 
But Dioceſan biſhops d:d. Ergo. The atſumorion is manifelt by an- 
thorities, In Epheſus from Timathy co Stephan in the Counſel of 
Chalcedon, And in Crete, though no one is read to have ſucceeded, 
yet there were biſhops Dioceſan, And we read cf Pl;:7ip b:thop ot 
Gortinathe Metropolis. 4. Thoſe who were ordinarily refilent, and 
lived and dicd ac thele Chur. hes, were there biſhops. Bur Timothy was 
bid abide here, Titus to tay to corrett all things, and they lived and 
died here, For Timothy it 15 teſtified by Hegiftppues, and Clement 2nd 
Exſcbizs oat of them, whom ſo refuſe to belicye , deſerve tbemiclyes 
no belicfe, Ergo, they were there biſhops. Againe, Jerom, in Car, 
iſtdorus de vita & morce San&, Antonius par. I, Tit. 6. cap. 268, 
Niceph. lib, 19, Cap, ix. theſe doe depoſe , that they lived and died 
there. Further, to prove them biſhops, 5. Their funRion was Evan« 
' gelicall ardexiraordinary, or ordinary ; not the firſt, th wasto 
end, Fr their funRion as aſſigned ro theſe Churches , and cor filting 
cſpecraily in ordaining at:d juriſdiftion , was not toend, Ergo, Af- 
ſurap:ion proved. That funttion which was neceflary ro the being of 
the Church,w 15 not to end, Burthe fun Gth y hid as doing aſltzned 
ro certaine Ch rches, is neceſſaty to thiz being of the Chusch, Fig 29, 

c, 6, Finally, that Antiquity reftifieth , agreeing with Scripture, is 
true. But they teſtifie that they were biſhops , which the ſubfcripriong 
of the Epiſtles alſo affirme, Ergo. Euſrbins Lib. 5, Cap. 4. Dyo- 
nif. Accopag. Doroth, in Synopfa, Ambroſe pen. 1n 1, Tim. rt, 
Jerom, x. Tim. 1.14. 2, Tim. 4. in Citalo, Cluyſoſtom, in Philip, 
1, Epiph, in Her. 5 Primaſ, prefar, in x, Tim, 1.1, Theod, prefac, 
in Tit, Occum., Scdultus, 1, Timothy, 1,-as it is aid in the booke of 
hiſtories. Greg. Lib, 2, Cap, I 2. Theoph. in Bphkicf, 4, Niceph. Ib, 2, 
Cap. 24. : 

«* Anſwer. 

We deny the aſſumption of rhe firſt Syllogiſm?, with ali che in- 
Rances brough: to prove it. 

Fiſt, for lames, we deny he was ordained biſhop, or that it can be 
proved from antiquity, thar he was more then other Apoitles, Thar 
which Fuſebizs reporteth, is grounded on Clement , whom wee know: 


ro be-a forged magaifier of Romiſh orders, and in this Rory a 
eeme 
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ſeeme to imply, rhat Chriſt ſhould have ordeyned Petey, Joby and 
Zemes the greater Bithops, Secinghe maketh theſe to have ordey- 
ned Fames after they had got of Chriſt the ſupreme degree of dig- 
nity, which thcſe forged deceirfull Epiſtles of Anaclerus doe plaine- 
ly affirme. Secondly, as the ground is ſuſpe&ed 3 fo the phrale of 
the Fathers, Calling him the Biſhsp of that Church, doth not imply 
that he was a Biſhop properly ſo called, The. Fathers uſe the words 
of Apaſtol; and Epijcopiamp!'y, netin their tri and formall propri- 
ety. Term on the firſt ro 1c G Tarhians, and in his Epiſtle ro Da- 
meſus, affirmeth, that the Prophezs and 18h» te Biſhop might be cal- 
led Apoſtles. So many Fathers call Phillip an Apoſtle. Clem, 5. Cone. 
£:p. 7. Enſcb.tib.3. cap.ulr, Tertul. de Bapt. cop, 8. and oihers, In like 
manner they call the Apoſtles Biſhops ; not in propriety of ſpeech, 
bur becauſe they did fuch things as B ſbops doe, and in remaining 
hcreor there made reſemblance of them. Thus Peter, Paul, lob, 
B,rakas, andall the reſt, are by 'he Ancients called Biſhops. 

Ovjc&, This is granted truc, touching others, but not in this in- 
Nance of lames: becauſe it 1s fo likely and agreeable to Scripture, as 
well as all other Story ; that when all the reſt of the Apoſtles departed 
out of Jeruſalem, 1997 the Baptiſt did ſtill abide with them even to 
death, Aaſwcr, Though this be but very conjeQurall, y:t it no- 
thing bereereth the cauſe here, It followerh-not, He did abide with 
this Church. Ergo, he was the proper Biſhop of this Church, For 
not abiding in one Church doth make a Biſhop : bur h2 muſt ſo 
abide in 1t, char he muſt from the power of his cffice, onely be bound 
to reach that Chu:ch: ſecondly, to teach it as an ordinary Paſtor of 
1t * thirdly, to governe it with a power of juriſdi&ion, limited one- 
ty ro that Church. But Iams was bound to the reſt of the Circum- 
c:fion by lis office, as they ſhould from all the world reſort thither, 
Secondly, he did not teach but as an Embaſ{:idour extraordinari- 
iy ſent from Chrift , and infallibly led by his Spirir into all wrath. 
Ergo, not as an ordinay Biſhop, Thirdly, as the reſt in what Pro- 
vinces focver they reſted, had not their jurifdiction diminiſhed , bur 
hd power occaſionally, as well where they were not, as where they 
were ; fo it was with Iam. This might happily make the phraſe 
to be more ſounded oat of James, that he did in this circumttance 
of reliding, more necrely exprefſe an ordinayy Paſtor then any 
cther, It 1s plaine, Antiquity did hold them all Biſhops, and ga- 
ther themloto be, a Priors & Poſtiriori : the Author de queſt. vet. 
er 70. teſt, cep.97. Nemo ignorat Epiſcepos ſalvuatorem BEccleſfits in- 
ſtunfſe privſquam eſcend:ret : impanens manits Apeſt»lis , ordinavit eos 
In Epiſccpus, Neither did they thinke them Biſhops becauſe they 
received a limited juriſdition of any Church z but becauſe they 
were enabled to doe all thoſe things which none but Biſhops could 


regularly 
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regularly doe, Occum.cap.2 2.im 48. Itis to bee noted, ſaith hee, th& 
Paul and Bernabas had the dignity of Biſhops : for they did nor 
make Biſhops onely , but Presbyters alſo. Now wee muſt ceonker 
the ancient, as taking them onely eminently and virtually to have 
been Biſhops,or elſe wee muſt jadge them to haye been of this mine, 
That the Apoſtles had both as extraordinarie Legats , moſt ample 
power of teaching and governing ſuring thereto, as alſo the ordinary 
office of Biſhops and Paſtors , with power of teaching and gOverns- 
in2, ſ{uch as doe efſentially and minifterially agree to them: which 
indeed Doftor Dewnam himſ.lfe confuteth, as Poriſh, and not 
without reaſon , though while hee doth ftrive to have lames both an 
Apoſtle and a Biſhop properly, hiziclte doit: confirme it not a 
little, 

Wherefore it will not be unprefitable ro ſhew ſome reaſons why 
the Apoitles neither were no: might be in both theſe callings, 

Firſt, Thit which might make vs doubt of all their reaching, and 
writing, is to bec hifled forth as a moſt dangerous aſſertion, But to 
make lames, ai:d (o any of them , have beth theſe offices in proprietie, 
might make us doubt, Ergo. The afſumprion proved thus, That which 
dorh ſet them in office of teaching liabie ro errour, when they teach 
from one office, as well as infallibly direfed wich a rule of infalli- 
ble diſcerning, when they teach from the other, that doth make us 
ſubje& to doubting in all they teach and write. But this optnien 
doth ſo, Ergo. The propoſition is, for ought I ſee, of neceſſaric 
eruth', the afſus ptionno ſefle true. For if there bee any rule to di- 
re& James infallibly, as hee ws formally the ordinary biſhop of Je- 
ruſalem, let us heare it : if there were none,may not I queſtion,whe- 
ther all his teaching and writing were not ſubje@ to errour ? For if 
hee taught them as an ordinarie biſhop, and did write his Epiſtle ſo, 
then certainly it might erre. . If he d1d nor teach them ſo, then did 
hee not that hee was ordainedto, neicher was hee properly an ordi- 
nary Paſtor, bit taught as an extraordinerie Embaſſadour from 
Chriſt, . 

Secondly, Thoſe offices which cannot bee exerciſed by one , but 
the one muſt expell the other , were never by God conjoyned in one 
perſon, But theſe doe ſo, Ergo. The aflumption is manifeſt, 
Becauſe it is plaine, none can be called to teach as a Legat extraordi« 
n2tic, with infallible aſſiſtance, and unlimited juriſdiion, bur he is 
made uncapable of being bound ro one Church , teaching as an or- 
dinary perſon, w.th juriſdiion limited to that one Church, A- 
gaine, one can no ſooner bee called to doe this, bur at Jeait the exer- 
uſe of the other is ſuſpended, Thirdly , that which isro noend, is 
nt to bee thought to bee ordained of God, But to give one 2A ot» 
dinarie authority ,whereby to doe _ or that ina Church , _ 
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had a higher and more excellent power of office, whereby to doe 
thoſe ſame things in the ſame Church, is to no end. Ergo, 

Objeft, But ir will be denied that ary other power of order, or ro 
rzach and adminilter ſacraments was given , then that he had as an 
Apoſile : but onely juriſdiction or rigit to this Church as his 
Ciurch. 

Anjw:r. To this I reply, firſt, that if hee lad no new power 
of c:rder, hecould not be an ordinary Biſhop properly and fcr- 
mally ſo called. Secondly, I fſ1y power of governing ordinary wa: 
not needfull for him who hid power as an, Apoſtle in ary Church 
where hee ſhould come. O-fef. Burtit was not in vaine, thu by 
afignation hoe ſhould have right to reſide in this Church as his 
Church. Arſwir, If by the mutuall agreement in which th y 
were guided by the ſpirit , it was thought meete , that James ſhould 
2bide in Jeruſalem, there tending bo.h the Church of the Jewes, 
and the whole circumciſion, 1s they by occaſion reſorred thither, 
then by vertue of his Apoſilcſhip hee had nolcfle right to rerd 
thoſe ot the circumcifion by reſiding here , then the other had righ: 
to doe the ſame inthe Provinces through which they walked. 
But thcy did thinke it meete that hee ſhould there trend that Church, 
and with that Church all the Circumcifton, as they occalional!y 
tcſorted thereto, Ergo. For though hee was afligncd to refide 
there, y.this Apoſtolicke Paſtorall care was as Fobys and Pe- 
tcrs, rowards the whole multizude of the diſperſed Jewes, Galath, 
2, New if it were ciligned to him for his abode, as hee was aa 
Apoſtolicke Paſtor, what did hee need afſignation under aay 0+ 
ther title, Nay he could not have it otherwiſe aſſigned . unlefſe wee 
make himto ſuſtaine ancther perſon, viz, of an ordinary Paſtor, 
which hee could not bee who did receiveno fuch power of order as 
ordinary Paſtors hive, | 

Fourth'y, that calling wh'ch hee could not exerciſe withour 
being much abaſed, that hee never was ordained unto, as a 
point of honour for him. But he cou'd not exerciſe the calling 
of an ordinary B ſhep, but hee muſt bee abaſed, Hee muſt 
bee bound by office to meddle with authority and juriſdiQi- 
on but inone Church, hee muſt teach as an ordinary man lia- 
ble roerrour. Ergo, hee- was never ordained to bee a Biſh p 
properly. If it bee (acriledge to reduce a Biſhap to the degree 
of a Presyter, what is itto bring an Apoſtle to the degree ofa 
Bithop? Trueitis, hee might have beene afligned to reſide ccn+ 
ftancly inthit Church without travelling, and be no whit 2ba- 
ted ; but then he mult keepe there 2 Paſtor of it with Apoſtolicall 
authority, caring not for that Church, but the whole num. 
ver of the Jewes, which hee might doe without rravclling. Be- 
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cauſe who ſo keeped in that Church, hee did needeto oe 
forth as the reſt ; for the Jewes from all parts come to 
him, Buthe could not make his abide in itas anordinaty teacher 
and governovr, without becomming, many degrees lower then kee 
Was, For to live wihour goirg for, in the mother Church of all 
the world, as an ordinary Paſtor, ws much lefle henour then 10 tra« 
vaile as Peter one while into Aﬀlyria, another while through Pon- 
tus, Galatia, Bithinia, as 2n Apoſtle, Even as to fit at home in wor- 
ſhipfull private place is Ic: honourable then to! goe abroad as Lord 
Embafladour hither cr th:ther, Honour and eate are ſeldome be4- 
fellowes, Neither wis Fames his honour 1n this circumſtance of the 
reſt, but in having ſuch an honourable place wherein to exerciſe his 
Apoſtolicke calling, As for that queſtion , who wog their ocdin:ry 
Paſtor,it 1s eaſily anſivered. Thcir Presbycers, ſuck as Linus, or £(:- 
mens inRome , ſuch as Ej heſus and other Churches had. 1lamcs vas 
their Paſtor alſo, but with cxtraord:nary authority. What needed 
they an ordinaty Biſhop, which grew needfull(as ihe fayourers of the 
Hierarchyſ:y) ro ſupp'y the abſcace of Apoſtles, when now they were 
to deceaſc ? What needed then here an ordinary Biſhop where the A- 
poſtles were joyatly to keepe twelve yzares togerher,-and one torelide 
during his life, according to the current of the ſtory 2 Thus much a- 
bout the firſt inſtance. 

To the ſecond inſtance of Epaphroditzs, and the argument dra- 
wen from jt, Firſt, we deny the p opofition, For hid ſome ordina+ 
ry Paſtors becne ſo tiled, it might 1mply bur a prehem nencie of 
dignity in them aboye other; whercfore unlefle this be interfer. 
red, itis unſound, viz Thaſe ordinary Paſtors, who ars called Apo- 
files in compariſon of others, becauſe the Ap:ltles did give to then; po- 
wer of ord;nation , Juwiſd:fliom , and prereleſſe preheminency , with they 
did nat give to ethers, th:yare ab veothers, S:cond'y, the Aflump- 
:10n is falſe altogerhcr ; Firſt, thot Fpaphrodicus was an ordinat y 
Paſtor : Secondly, 1h:1t hee was called an Apoſtle in compariſen ot 


| inferiour Paſtors of tha: Church, 0%, Burthetudgement of Term, 


Theodoret, Chryſoftome, is 12; he was. An{wv. Thecommon judgement 
is, that he was an egregious teacher of theirs, but further thea th1ts, 
many of the teſtimonies doe not depoſe, Now fo he might be : for 
he was an Evangeliſt , and one who had viſized and labored among 
them. and therefore might be called their rezcher, yea an egiegious 
zeacher, or DoRor of them, Nay, Saint 4mbreſedoih plaincly wiinu- 
ate, thathe was an Evangeliſt : for he ſaiti he was made their A- 
poftle by the Apoſtle, while he ſent him to exhiort them, and becauſe 
he was a good man , he was defired of the people. Where hee maxi th 
himſent 5 not for perpetuall reſidence amongſt them, but for the 
$a7ſffent exhorting of them, and makethk him fo defired of th: 

; FB z Philippians 


Philippians , becauſe hee was a good man, not becauſc hee was their - 
ordinary Paſtor, leroms teſtimony on this place doth notevince. 
For the name of Apoſtles and DoQors is largely taken, and as ap- 
pliable ro one, who as an Evanechiſt did inſtru them, as to any 0- 
th:r. Theod, duth plainly take him to haye been as their erdinarie 
biſhop, but no otherwiſe then 1imathy and Titus, and other Evange- 
lifts are ſaid ro have been b ſhops : which how true it is, inthe nezr 
argument ſhall bee diſcuſſed, For even Tbeodorer doth take him to 
have beene ſuck an Apoſtolicke perſon as Timothy and Titus were. 
Now theſe were as truly called biſhops as the: Apoſtles themlclves, 
Neither isthe rule of Theodoretio bee admitted : for it is nnlike that 
the name of Apoſtle ſhould bee communicated then with ordinarie 
Paſtors, where now there was danger of confounding thoſe eminent 
Minifters of Chriſt, with others , and when now the Apoſtles were 
deceaſed , that then it ſhould ceaſe to dee aſcribed ro th:m, Againe, 
how ſhall wee know that a b:thop is to bee placed in a Citie, that hee 
mutt bee a perſon thus and thus (according to Payls Canons) quali- 
fied: all is voided, and made not to belong to a biſhop, For thoſe who 
are called biſhops, were Presbyters and no biſhops , biſhops being 
then to be underſtood onely under the name of Apoſtles and Angels, 
Thirdly, antiquity doth teſtifie, that this was an honour to bithops, 
when this name was Ecclefiaftically appropriated ro them. But if 
they ever had been tearmed by the name of Apoſiles before, this had 
been a debaſingof them, Neither is there reaſon why they ſhould 
bee called Apoliles, In juriſdition Apoſtolicall the Apoſtles were 
not ſucceeded. Juri{dition Epiſcopall they never exerciſed, nor had, 
and therefore could nct bee ſucceeded in it. The Apoſtles gave to 
Pzcsbyters that which Chriſt gave them out of his power z even the 
power of ordinary government. They are bid Tmrmuwairery, and 
foruap, to feed as well by government as doQrine, They are bid not 
to play the Lords over the flock, What feare of tyranny where there 
isno power of goverament 2 But lay authorities aft le, conkder the 
thing from the rexr iz (elfe. Firſt, Pay! ſeemeth bur occ-fiena)]y 
to cad him, hee having purpoſed to have. ſent Timothy, whe as yer 
cauld not bee imployed. I thowghtit neceſſary ts ſend Epapbreditua 
t8.-ycu, Secondly, hee doth imply, that Epapbrodizs had not 
returned to them, but that hee ſent him ; and that therefore hee was 
Rot the ordinary biſhop of it, It is Ike, hee was but ſent till Timg- 
thy might bee diſpatched to them. Neither is it any thing probable 
he ſhould bee called an Apoſtle, as their ordinary and eminent Pa- 
for, In the Scriptures, none are ſaid to be Apoſtles further then they 
are in habitude to ſome ſending them. Now this is undoubted, the 
Philippians had ſent him to Par, Ir is thea moſt probable when - is 
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3lled their Apoſtle, it is inregard he was ſent by them , which the 
Apoſtle pointeth at in the next words , who hetb miniftred ro me the 
things needfull which you ſext by rim, ObjeR. But it is unlikely that 
this word appropriated to the Twelve , ſhould be uſed of thoſe ſent 
civilie. Nor fo, for while the perſons ſending are fiznificd, they 
are ſvſhciently contraciitinguiſhed ; ir being the Priviledge of the 
Apdaliles, that they were th? Apoſtles of Chriit J. ſas, not fimpiy 
that they were Apoſtles, Secondly, J6hy 13, Itis made common 
to all that are ſenr, Forthough Chriſt meane it of himſelFfe, yt he 
implies it by a diſcourſe, a genere ed fpecicm. Thirdly, we ſee the like 
phraſe, 2 Cor, 3. The Apoſiles of the Churches, For( bryſot-me there vn» 
derfiandeth thote whom the Churches had ſ:nt for thac preſent, T har 
doth not hinder , they were by Pag/to the Churches, therefore the 
churches mighe not ſend them with their contributions, Neither 15 
this an argument that he was their b:thop, becauſe their church ſent 
him 2 for they ſent Apofiles themſclves and Evangelilſts aiſo more or- 
dinarily, it being their office to goe from chucch ro church , for ile 
edification of them, 

For the inſtance of Archippus T finde it not urged. 

Now to come to the laſt inſtances of Timstbexs and Titus, 

Firſt, we deny the Antecedent, that they were inftizured b:ſhops 
by Paw. And 1n the firſt prefillegiime we deny the Alumprion : 
that the Epiſiles doe preſuppoſe ſo much. And to the proſillogitme , ten- 
ding te prove this affert:on denyed, we anſwer : ficit, rothe propo- 
fition, by diſtinguiſhing rhe Epiſcopall authority , which is conſi- 
dered both in regard of that which is materiail, and in regard of ch; 
forma]l reaſon which doth agree to it. The Propoſicion is true, un- 
derſtanding ir of authority in both theſe regards ; thofe who are pre- 
ſuppoſed to have had authority Epiſcopall given them , both for the 
ſubſtance of it, and the formall reafon whi.h doth agree to it in an 
ordinary biſhop, they are pr: ſuppoſed biſhops 3; bur this is denyed, 
For they are preſuppoſed to have and exerciſe power Epiſcopall for 
the materiall of it, as Apoſtles had alſo; but not to have and exer- 
ciſe in that manner and formallity which doth agree to a B!thop, 
but which doth agree to an Evangeliſt, and therefore they are bid- 
den to dpe the worke of an Evangeliſt, toexerciſe all that power 
they did exerciſe 2s Evangeliſts. There is nothing that Payl writeth 
to Timothy to doe in Epheſus, or to Titus Crete, which himſelfe pre- 
ſent in perſon might not and would not have done, If wee ſhould 
reaſon then thus : Hee who did exerciſe Epiſcopal! power in thete 
churches, he is preſuppoſed to have beene biſhop in them, This pro- 
poſition is not true, but with limitation ; Hee who exerciſed Epi(- 
copal! power after that formall manner , which doth agree to the 
office of a Biſhop, hee was Biſhop 3 but not hte who exerciſerh the 
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20wer ſecundaws 4(iat2)l ratiouerm & medum: vir. after ſuch a manner as 
doth agree ro an Apoſtle, 

To the ſccond maine proofe, wee deny the propoſition, If 
patternes for Biſhops, then written to Biſhops. The reaſon is, 'Apo- 
files, Evangetilts, ordinary Pattors , have mary things common in 
their adminiſtration. Hence iS it , that the example of th: ane miy 
be a patterne to another, though th:y are not identically and formal- 
ly of onec4ll:ng. Councells have enjoyaed all Presbyters to be well 
icene in theſe Epiltles,as being parternes for them,Yade Aug.De doctrine 
Chriſt.cap. 16.{ib. 4, 

Tothe third reaſon, Who fo preſcribing them their duties doth pro-= 
poſe thewvery duties of Biſbops, hee doth take th:m to bave beene B:ſbops. 
The Propoſition is not true without a double limitation. If the A- 
pofile ſhould propoſe ſuch duties of Biſhops as they in Later times 
uſurped, he doth not therefore preſuppoſe them biſhops, becauſe 
th:ſe are duties of Evangeliſs, agreeing to biſhops onely by uſur- 
pation, Againe , ſhould he propolc thoſe duties which , ſay ch: y, 
the w orddoth aſcribe and appropriate to biſhops , yet if he doe nor 
preſcribe them as well in regard of matter as forme exerciſed by 
them , it will not follow that he doth take' them for biſhops + nor 
that Pawl doth purpoſe the very duties of biſhops, both in ſubſtance 
and manner of performance, Secondly, we deny him to purpoſe 
forſu bſtance the duties of biſhops. For hee doth not bid him or- 

daine, as having a further ſacramentall power then other Minifters, 
nor geverne with power dircCive and correRive over others, This 
exceedeth the bounds of all miniſteriall power. Thirdly, 'Timothy 
is not bid to lay on hands or doe any other at, whennow churches 
were conſtitured, bur with concurrence of thoſe churches ; ſalvs unj- 
uſeuiuſque Ecileſie ivre , the Apoſtles didinot otherwiſe, For though 
Paul wrote ts him alone, that was becauſe he was occupied not one. 
ly in churches perfeR'y framed, butalſoin the erefting and framin 
of oth-rs, Secongly , becauſe they were in degree and dig1ity aboye 
all other ordinar goyernours of the Church, which ther Conſul. 
like preheminencye- was ſufficient, why they ſhould be writcen to 
alone, 

To the fourth reaſon : Thoſe things wbich were written toinſorme, 
20t oe!y Timathy and Tittzs, but all their ſucctſſours, who were Dioceſan 
Biſhops, thaſe were written to Dioceſan Bſhops. But theſe were ſo, Ergo. 
The Propoſition is not true ; becauſe ic preſuppoſeth that nothin 
written to any perſons, caninforme Dioceſan biſhops, unlefle the 
perſons to whom it is written be formally in thatſelfe ſame order. 
For.if one Apofile ſhould write to another touching the duty Apo- 
Holique, it might informe any Do or or Paſtor whitfoever, Secunds 

I; , wee: deny Dioceſan bithops are (de jure) (ucceflours, As for the 
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equivocal! Catalogue which maketh all who are read bifliops to have - 
beene Dioceſan, we ſhall ſpeake of them hereafcer. The biſhops be. * 
eweene Timothy and Stepbanus iN the time of the Chalcedgw Councel}, 
were not all of one cut : and there are nochurches read inCrete which 
were not Congregations, There is no more to prove Phillip of Gor- 
tize a Metropolitan, then to prove Ignatius Metropolitan of Syriag 
For what doth ſtory. relate , but that Phillip was amongſt other a 
biſhop of thoſe Churches which were in Crete, There are many 
Churches in England,a Miniſter of which Chur.hes is ſuch an one, 
that is one Minifier amongtt others of thoſe Churches. To that of 
their reſiding thereand eying in theſe Churches, Firſt,the propoliti- 
on is not neceſlaty, For as Iames might refide exerciling an Apoſto- 
licall inſpe&ion ina particular Church, ſo might theſe exerc'le an 
Evangelicall funRion how long ſoever theyrefided, Secondly , the 
afſamption.. will nor bee found true for ordinary conſtant refidence 
neither in Scripture norfathers. For Timetby, though he be exhor- 
red to ſtoy at Epheſus, yet this doth nor argue it, that he was enjoy- 
ned ordinaty refidence. For firit it was a figne he was not biſhop, be- 
cauſe Payl d1d exhort him, for he would well have knowne , he might 
not, being theirordinary Paſtor leave them, further then the more 
important good of the Church ſhould eccafion. 2. He is bid to ſtay 
there , not finally, butcill che Apoſtle ſhould come to him , which 
though he might be delayed, it is plaine he then intended, So Ticks 
is placed in (rete ,* not to ſtay there, and let downe his reſt , bur 
ew togfam:, further to ſet, as it were, and exedifie the fa- 
bricke, -which Paut had begun, God gave Ceremonies jusy gi xa7gov 
Prozfwgras Aioghwoig, 15 notever a correfting of any thing amifle, 


+ bur a ſetling eyery thing right, dy ereRing the ſubſtance foreſhadowed. 


But ſay it were correRing, it were bur ſuch a correQion as one might 
performe in tranſitu, with a lictle longer ſtay, though nor ordinary rehi- 
dence By Scripture the cantrary is manifeſt. \ 

For rſt, ir is not like that Timethy was placed biſhop afrer Pays 
b:ingat Rome ; for when Paw (ah he prayed him, when now hee was 
going to Macedonia, to ſtay at Epheſus, he doth intimare that when 
hee left him they were there both together. Secondly, when 
he withed him to abidethere, hee had a meaning to come unto Tj- 
mothy thither where he left him, ſo as atleaſt rocall on him, and 
ſee the Church. But Pax aftcr his parting from the Presbyters 
knew he ſhould never (ee the Epheſians more, Act. 20, It wee 
ſay he doth forere]l it for likely, ſo we may (ay, thit of wolves 
a-iting was, andcall all into queſtion, Neither is it I: ke]y, bur thar 
reires would have broke his-heart, and made h m ycecld in the 
p:remptories of his ſpeech , had not hisſoule beene divinely per- 


{waded, Thirdly,zc had no meaning when he left them ro conſtitute 
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Timothy to be their Biſhop :- for he would not have omitted ſuc h an 

* argument of conſolation ro hearts ſo heavy. Nor he doth not men- 
tion any ſuch purpoſe when he. did write ro them his Epiſtle, Hee 
eclleth. Churches uſually when himſelfe hath meaning ro ſee them, 
or to ſend others, Fourthly , Timothy was with Paul while hee was 
in bonds at Rome, as witneſle thoſe inſcriptions of the Epiſtles to the 
Coll: ins and Philippians 3 yea Timatby was ſo with him , asto bee 
imployed by kim, fent forth, and rcturne to him, whichis manifeſt. 
Plulip.z, If he were after this placed in Epheſus , yet he was not pla- 
ced to be reſident, for in the end of the Epiſtle , he doth bid Tims- 
thy come co him, and bring Marke, that they might miniſter to him. 
Againe whea hee did write the 2, Epiſtle, Timothy was not Epheſua, 
for he doth bid him ſalute Aquila 2nd Priſcilla and Oneſiphorss, ObjeR. 
Butis like theſe were at Epbeſas , for there Pautlefe Aquila and Pris 
ſitta. They came occafianally , they did not fixe there , which Chry+ 
/oſteme alſo judgeth, Andthe houle of Onefiphorus , Bernard taketh 
it,, was at Iconmum in Lycaonia, fo that it is like he was in his na- 
rive countrey at thistime, even Iconium, Liſtra, Derbe, which hap« 

pily is the caule why the Scholaſticall Rory doth make him Biſhop 

of Lyſtra, becauſe hither he was laſt ſent, He wasſo here, as that the 

Apoltle did butſend him to ſee them, for-hee biddeth him come 

before winter, Befides, there are many probalities he was not at 


Ephbrjns, for he ſpeakeih of it throvgh the Epiſtle, as a place now re-. 


mote from him, Thou kneweſt what Oneſfiphorus did for mee at Epbe- 
ſis, not where now thou art. 1 bave ſent Tychius ts Epheſus, 1a 
to thee , to ſupply thy place while thou ſhalt bee abſence. 
Finally, after Paules death hee did not returne to Epheſus, but by 
common conſent went to Iohn the Apoſtle , and very little before 
his death came to Epheſus,if ever. As for thz Fathers therefore in this 
p2int, if they teſtifie ordinary reſidence, which they doe not, wee 
have liberty ro renounce them $5 bur they reſt ſhe one]ythar he re- 
mained in ihit Church, becauſe his ſtay was longer there then 
Eyangeliſts did uſe to make, and he is thought ro have ſuffered mar- 
tyriome there, So for Titus, when Pay! ſent him to Crete to doe 
that worke is uncertaine ; butthis is certaine, it was before his wri- 
ring to the Corinths the ſecond time, and going to Rome, This 
likewiſe: chat Paul was thn in travelling, and as it is like being in the 
parts cf Macedonia did mean to winter at Nicepelis, When he did 
wri:e the Epiſtle he doth ſhew it was not his meaning that Tiws 
ſhould ſtay there , for hce doth bid him to meete him at Nicopolis, 
where he meant to be as it is hkely, but T5 comming did not meete 
him there, but at Jength foand him in Macedonia , whence Paw! did 
ſend him to the Corinthians , thanking God for hu promptneſſe cven of 
UM owne accord ts 58 imployed among thm, 2 Cor. 8. 16, which _ 

ew 
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ſhew he had not beene made an ordinary biſhop avy where.We find 
that he did accompany Pewl at Rome, 2 Tim. 4. 10. and when Poul 
writ his ſecond Epiſtle to Timgthy , he was in Dalnuatia, Whence 
Aquings doth thinke him to have beene biſhop of that place, Where- 
fore weethinke him thar will bee carried from ſuch preſumptions, 
(yea manifeſt arguments) by Hege fippua,Clemens, and hiſtory groun- 
dee on them, to be too much affeRed to ſo weake authors, and wiſh 
not credit with him, who counts him unworthy credit, thac will not 
{weare what ſuch men depoſe, 

Touching the proofe that followeth, That either fundion was 
Ewvangelifticall and extraordinary , or ordinary. But thiir funtlion as af- 
figned io thoſe Church. s was met extraordinary. We deny this 2fſumpri- 
on , with theprosfe of it. That the funiion that theſe exerciſed as aſ- 
boned tocertaine Churches (theſe two by name) was neceſſary to the being 
of the (ow b. The reaſon is, becauſe they were affigned to doe thole 
things which are to be done for ever in the church after a more tran(. 
cendent manner z v12.as Evangeliſt;;zand aflignation of them ro doe 
choſe things in certaine Churches after this manner , was not ne- 
ceflary co perperuare the being of the Church, Afſſignation to chur- 
ches to doe the worke of ordinary Paſtors is indeed neceflary 3 nor 
aflignation ro doe the worke of Evangeliſt. 

To that finall reaſon , what antiquity doth teſtifie agreeing with 
Scriptures is erue, and ſo to be taken, What they ſpeake ſo agreeing, 
that it js virtually conteined in chew, and may rightly be deduced 
from them, 1s to bee belerved andreceived by adwine faith. Buc 
what they ſpeake not plainely contradiRed, but yer no way included, 
may be adm. tred fide humana, if the ficſt relators be well qualified 
_ witnefles, Bur what they ſpeake from ſuch as Clement and Hegeſip- 
ps, it is is incffe of light credulity. A currupt conſcience bent to 
decline is g/ad ofevery colour whith it may prerenico juſlihie ir (elfe 
in declining. 

Tothe aflump:i6 we anſwer.What do not ſome ancient enough cal 
Timethy? Ambroſe (aith he was a Deacon one while, a Presbyrer ano- 
ther while,& in like ſenſe others a Primate & a Biſhop. Lyra proveth 
him from mary authorities to have been an Arch-biſhop, 2nd Tits 
a Prieſt, Beda callerh him. an;Apeſile. But ro gather on theſe, that he 
was in propriety of ſpeech: a}l theſe, were abſurd, Object, I,but they 
cl him biſhop on ther grounds, becauſe afligned to this Church. 
Auſw; They call him biſhop becauſc he was aflizned to this Church, 
not onely toteach , butalſo ro ordaine Deacons, Presbyrers, For 
whcreſpever they found this done,and by whomſoever, they did call. 
them biſhops;as [ noted before from Oecumen. The fathers therfore 
way be well conſirued calling theſe: biſhops, becauſe they made lon- 
ger Ray intheſe-Churches AIG uſually, & did preach. 
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and ordaine, and doein theſe Churches all ſuch things which Bis 
hopes intheir time uſed ro doe, But that he was not an Evangeliſt, 
and more then an ordinary bſh»p they do not.deny, Selmeron him- 
ſelfe in his firſt Diſputirion on 1 1 w.p.4g.40 5, Videtur e129 quod fuerit- 
pluſquays Epiſcopus,etiamps ad temps in ea civitate ut Paſter predreauirit 
er ſ[acros ordines premoverit,unde quidem vocant eum Epiſcopum. Finally, 
fh-uld they in rigour and formall propriety make him an ordinary 
Paſtor from the frſt rime Pay! did write to him ordinarily reſident 
tohisend ; they ſhould tefitfic a thing , asT hope I have ſhewed, 
contrary to Scripture, y-acontrary-to that text which maketh:him ro 
have done the worke of an Evangeliſt, As for the ſhew from :lt2 
Subſcriptions we have ſpoken ſufficiently, 

Now to thew that they were not properly b ſhops. Firſt, we have 
ſhewed that they were but ſubrogared ro doe thoſe ſuppoſed Epiſco- 


pall duties 2 wile, but were not there fixed, to make their ordinary: 


abode. Thercfore nor b:ſhops properly, Secondly, th y who didrhe 
worke of an Evangzliſt in all that they did,did not perform formally 
the wotke of a biſhop. But theſe did ſo, As is vouched of Timorby , 
Dae the work: of an Evangeliſt. Ergo. The Propoſition is proved. If 
an Evangelit and b:ſhop cannot be formally of one cffice, then the 
a& of an Evangeliſt, andthe a of an ordinary Paſtor or bifhop 
cannot be formally one, For.wken every thing doth agere ſecundum 
quod afty eft, thoſe things. which are nor the (ame formally, -their 
worke and effec cannor be formally:che ſame; 'But the Evangeliſt 
and the ordinary Paſtor or biſhops, are not formally the ſame, Er- 
go, The aNumprtion the ApeRle proveth, by that diſtin& enumerati=- 
on of thoſe whom Chriſt give now farting by the worke of the 
Miniſtery togaiher and build I's Church, For as an Apoſttle is 
diſtingu:ſhed trom a Propher, a Prophet from an Eyangeliſt, ſo an 
Evangeliſt from an ordinary Teacher, 

Object, But it may be ſaid, they were nor diſtin& , but that the 
ſuperiour contained the inferiour,and Apoſites might be Evangel:fis 
properly, as Matthew and Ioby were. 


An{w. T hat former point is to beunderſtood with a graine of 


ſa]c, T he ſoperiour contained the inferiour virtually and eminen: ly, 
in as much as-they could doe altisri tame ratione, what the infer:- 
our did, This ſenſe is tollerable, But thatTormilly'the power of all 
or er offices ſuites w ththe Apoſtles, is falſe. My Lord chiefe Ju- 
ti e of England is not formally a Conſtable. As tor the latter, true, 
an Apoſtle might be alſo a penmen of the Goſpel}, but this makerh 
not an Evangeliſt mcre then an Apoſtle , but doth per accidens, 
come to them both, And even as-a Pceach2r or Paſtor, writing 
Commentaries, and publiſhing. other Treatiſes, 'this commerh pey 
Acidens is bis calling, it doth not make him a Paſtor , but more #1. 
luſtrious 
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(39) . 
'Juſtrious.and fruitfull in that regard then another. So Marke and 
Luke was not therefore Eyangeliits becauſe they did write the Goſ- 
pels, for then none ſhould hiye beene Eyangeliſts that had not wric- 
ren, bur in this regard thcy were more renowned then other, Cu» 
Rome hath ſ@ prevailed, ſaith Maldovere in his Preface on Matthew, 
that wee call them Evangeliſis, (vx. the Writers of the Goſpells) 
whom the Scripemes never cali Eyargeliſts. Theſe Eyangelifts Paul 
ſpeaketh of were given at Chriſts aſcenſion , bur the farlt writer of 
the Goſpell, being an Apoſtle , was ar leaſt eight-yeares after, Se- 
condly, they were adiſtin& order of workemen trom the Apoſtles, 
but two of the penmen of the Goſpels were Apoſtles. Thirdly, 
they were ſuch as by labour of miniſtery (common for the generall 
of it to all other) did gather Saints, and buld Chciſts Body, Now 
writing the Goſpell was not a labour of Miniſtery common to Apos- * 
files, Prophets, Evangeliſts, Paſtors, but the publiſhing of it, 

Thoſe degrees which Chriſt did diſtinRly give co otherſome, and 
o:herſome, thoſe he did not give conjoynedly to one and the ſame 
perſons. But theſe callings he gave to ſome one, to others another, 
Elſe he mult have ſaid,he gave the ſame men to be Apoſtles and E- 
yaogeliſts, the ſame to be Rvangeliſts and Paſters, Ergo. 

T hatcalling which is not compatible with the calling of an E- 
vangecliſt, thac Pay{never annexed to an Evangeliſt. But the call:ng 
of a biſhop is ſuch, For a biſhop is tyed toa particular Church, The 
calling of an Evangeliſt is a calling whereby one is called rothe 
worke of the Miniitety, to gather daints, and edific Chrifts body, 
without any limitation to any particular Church, Ergo, Paul never 
annexed the calling of a biſhop to an Evangeliſt, 

The calling of an Evangcliſt.is not to write the Goſpell, norts 
preach it ſimply : for then ever y Miniſter of the Word ſhould be an 
Evangeliſt, But this doth difference them, to preach it withourli- 
mitation or aflignation to any particular church, Thus Philip thus all 
thoſe who were the Apoſtles helpers, working the work of he Lord 
asth:y.did were Evang.of which ſort ſome continued to the time of 
Cemmudia the Emperour, as Suſcbius reporteth, Euſeb. biſt, Ii 5. cap. 9. 
Naw a calling whereby I am thus called to publiſh the Goſpel,with- 
out fixing my lelſe in any certaine placezand a calling which bindeth 
during life to ſertle my ſi Ife in one Church,are incompanble. 

Laſtly, that which would have debaſed Timethy and Ti;us , that 
Pay{did not put upon them. Bur to have brought: them from the 
honour of ſerving the Goſpell , as Collaterall companions ef the A- 
poltles re be ordinaty Paſtors,had 2baſed them. Brgo,this to be or- 
dinary Paſters Paybd:d not put upon chem. Obſe(. T he aflumption 
is deny:d, .it was noabaſement, For before they were but Pce{- 


byters, andafterward by impolition of hands were made bithops. 
G 2 Why 


(40) 


why ſhould they receive impoſition of hands , and 4 nefy ording= 


tion, if they did not receive an ordinary calling > we meane if chey 


were not admitted into ordinary fun@ions by wpoſition of hands, 
I anſwer, This denyall with all whereos it is builded is groffe : For 
to bring them from a Superiour order to an Inferiour , isto abaſe 
them. Bur the Evangelifts office was ſuperiour to Paſtors, Ergo. 
The afluwprion proved. . Firſt, Every office is ſo muchthe greprer, 
by how much-the power of itis of awpler extent and lef[* reftrai- 
ned, But the Eyangelifſts power of teaching and governing was 1[- 
li.nitced, Ergo, The affumption proved. Where ever an Apoſtle 
did that part of Gods worke whieh belonged to an Apoſtle ; there 
an Evangeliſt might doe that which belonged co him, But that 
part of Gods worke which belonged to an Apoſtle he might doe any 
' where witheut limitation. Ergo. Secondly , every' Miniſter by 
how much be doth more approximate to the higheſt, by ſo much 
he is higher. But the companions, & coadjurors of the Apoſtles, were 
necrer then ordiniry Paſtors. Ergo. Who are next the King , in 
his Kingdome , but thoſe who are Regis Covmites. The Evangeliſts 
were Comites of theſe Eccl: fiaſticall Cheifraines. Chryſoftomc doth 
expreſly ſayon Epheſ.4.+ Thar the Bvangelifts in an ambulatory 
courſe ſpreading rhe'Goſpell, were aboye' afty biſhop or Paftor 
which refteth tn 2 certaine Chutch. Wherefore tro make them Preſ- 
byrers is a weake coriceite. For every Prsbycer ( property fo 
. called) was conſticured in a certaine Church to doe the worke. of the 
Locdin a cettaine Church, But Eyangeliſts were not, but to doe 
the worke of the Lord in any Church as they ſhould be occafio- 
ned. Ergo, they were no Pregbyters properly fo called. Now for 
their ordination ; Timtby received none as the Dar conceiveth, 
but what hee had from the hand of the' Apoſtle and Presby- 
ters, when now he was taken of Paul tobe his compznion, For no 
doubt but the Chusch which gave him a good teſttmory , did by 
her Presbycers concurre with Pazlin his promoting to that office. 
Obj. Wh at, could they hay on hands with the Apoittes, which'vhillp 
could riot, and could they enter one into an extraordinaty office '? 
Anſw, They did lay en hinds with'the Apoſtles ,' as it is exprefly 
read, both ofthe Apoſtles and them. Ir is one thing'ts uſe preca- 
tory impoſition, another to uſe miraculous'impoſition;, ſuch as the 
Apoſtles d:d , whereby the' extraordinary gifts of the Holy Ghoſt 
were conferred, Inthe firſt, Presbyters have power, Neither is 
it certaine , tbat Phii;p could not have impoſed hands, and given 
the Holy Ghoſt. For thotgh he could;he might choole in wiſedome 
for their greater coafirmation and edification to ler that be. done 
by perſons mote eminent, Finally, impoſition of Hands may be uſed 
in. promoting and ſettine one forth to an extraordinary office, 
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For eyery Extraordinary office is not attended with immediate you. 
catioa from God, As the calling of Evangtliſts, though extraordci. 
nzry, was i0 this unlike the calling of ApoRiles and Prophets, See 
condly,men called immediately may be promored to the more fru:c- 
full exerciſe of their immediate and extraordinary callings by 
impoſition of hinds from their inferiours, as Peul and Baynabay 
were, Howfoever, it is plaine, thir Timetby by impcfirion of hands, 
was ordained to nocz]ling, burthecalling of an Evangeliſt, For 
that calling he was ordained to, which he is called on by Pad to ex- 
erciſe, and fully execute. But he 1s called on by him to doe the wor k 
of an Evangeliſt. Ergo, that calling he was ordained to. 

That worke which exceedcth the calling of an ordinary biſhop, 
was not put upon 2n ordinary biſhop, But [itms his worke did (o : 
for it'was ro plant Presbyters Towne by Tewne through a Nation, 
Ergo. For the ordinary plantation and ereing of Churches to thetr 
due frame , exceedeth the calling of an ordinary biſhop, Bur this 
was Titus his worke. Ergo. Biſhops are given to particular 
Churches when now they are frained, that they may keepe them: 
winde and wether tighe, they are nor to lay foundarions, or to exe- 
difie ſome imperfe& beginnings. But ſay Titus had beene a biſhop 2 
be is nowarrant for ordinary biſhops , but for Pcimares whole au- 
tnority did reach through whole Thands. Nay, if the Doors rule 


' out of Theodoret were good , it would ſerve for a biſhop of the plu- 


ralit{ cut. For it is ſaid he placed Presbyrers city by city, or Towne 
by Towne, who re inname onely biſhops, bur not that he placed 
Angels'or Apoſtles in any part of it. 'He therefore was the ſole bi- 
ſhop of then , the reft were bur Presbyrers, ſuch as had the name, 
nor the office and government of Biſhops, 

Finally, were ir granted that they were ordinary biſhops , and 


-written to doe the things that biſhops doe , yer would ir nor be 3 


ground for their majority of power in matter ſacramenta)] and juril- 
diCtion,as 1s above excepted. 
The fifth A gument.. | 

The Miniſters which the Church hk id generally and perpetually 
ihe firſt 300. veares after Chrit and his Apoliles, and wis not or- 
dained by any generzil Conncell, were nndoubtedly of Apoſtolicall 
inftiturion, But the Church ever hsd Dioceſan biſhops in fingy- 
larity of preheminence during life, and in majority of power of 
ordination and jur{{jRion above others, and thefe not inſtituted by 
2enerall Councells, Brgo,. Thepropaliion is plaine both' by A#- 
firde Bapt. coutre Donar. liv.g. e> Epit 118. and by Teriwl, Conſtat. 
3d 'ab d4poſtels trafitum 70d” epul Ecileſi.zs Apoficleram fit ſacroſan- 


'flum. For who c2n thinke that allthe Churches generally, would 


conſpire to aboliſh the order of Chriſt planted by tne Apolites, _ 
; et 


FM 


(.42) 
ſet up other Miniſters then Chriſt had ordained. The aſſumption is 
plaine : for if the Church had Metropolicans anctently, and from 
the beginning, as the.Councell of Nice teſt:fieth, much more bi- 
ſhops. For Dioceſan biſhops mult bee before them , they riſing of 
comb:nuion of Cities and Dinces. Andthe councell of Epheſas 
teſtfierh, the government of thoſe biſhops of Cyprus, to have been 
ever from the beginning, according to the cuitome of old received, 
Yea, that the attempt of the biſh >pof Antioch, was againſt the C3- 
nons of the Apouliles. Againe, Cyprian dath teltifie,thar long before 
his timegb:ſhops were placed in all Provinces and Ciries, beſides the 
C::cc: hon of biſh>ps from the Apoſtles times: for they prove their 
orig nll ro have beene in the Apoſtles rimes, Neither were they in- 
fitured by any generall councell, For long before the firſt generall 
councell, weread Mctropolitans to have becne crdained in the Chur- 
ches. Yea, Jerom himſelfe is of opinion , thatno councell of after 
times , burthe Apoſtles themſelves did ordaine biſhups 3 for eyen 
ſince thoſe contentions wherein ſome (aid, I am Pals, others, I am 
Apolles , they were ſer up by generall decree : which could not bee 
made, but by the Apoſtles themſelves. Ang in Pſet.44. hee maketh 
David to prophecy of biſhops , who ſh3uld be ſet up as the Apoſtles 
Succ« lors, 
Anxſwcr. 

Firſt,we deny the propoſition. For firſt,this doth preſuppoſe ſuch 
an afliitance of Gods Spirit with the Cfiurch, that ſhe cannot gene- 
rally take up any cuſtome , or opinion, but what hath Apoſtolicall 
w3rrant, wheres the cor.trary may be ſhewedin many inſtances, 
Keeping of huly dayes was a generall practiſe through the Chur- 
ches, before ary councell enacted it, y:t was no Apoſtolicall tradi- 
tien, Socrat.hb, 5.cap. 2 2. Evaxgelium 1198 impo[uit boc,ut dies felt; abſer- 
ventur, fed homines ſp ſuis quique lecis ex more quodem introduxerunt. 
Takwg the Euchariſt faſting, the faſts on Wedneſday, and Saturday, 
faſting in ſome faſhion before E3ſter , ceremonies in bapriſing, the 
government of Metropolitans were generally received before any 
conncell eſtabliſhed, | 

2. It doth preſuppoſe, that the Church cannot generally conſpire 
in taking up ary cultome, if ſhe be net led into it by ſome generall 
proponent, as a g*nerall repreſentative councell, or the Apoſtles, 
who were Occumenicall D-&tors, but I ſee ne reaſon for ſuch a pre- 
lurption, 

3+ This doth preſuppoſe, that ſomething may be which is of A- 
polilicall authority, which neither dire&ly nor conſequently is 
included in th? word wcitten. For when there are {ome cuſtomes 
which have beene generall, which yet canot be grounded in the 
word written , 1t is necefſary by this propoſition , that ſocre things 

may 
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(43) 
may be in the Church having authority Apoſtolicall, as being deli. 
vered by word unwritten, For they cannot have warrant frem the 
Apoltles but by word written or unwritten, To the proofe 
we anſwer : Thi nf Tertullian moketh notro the purpuſe, fr hee 
ſpeaketh of thar which was in Churches Apoſtolicall, as th:y were 
now planied ty them , which the ſentence ar large fer downe w 11 
make clerre. Sico, ftat id born quod p. ins, &* id pris quole(! a" inj- 
tio, ©«b initioquodab Apcſiots, pariter uiig, corflebit id iſe ab Hpoſtolls 
tradi;um quad epa1 Eccleſias Apoſtolorum fuiiit ſacrolanfium. Touchs 
Irg Auftinz1we we would acke whut is the meaning of thefe words, 

Non nift Ap:ſtolica anthoritate traditum rili frm? credutur, Ifihiy ſay 
his meaning is,that ſuch a thing cannot bu: 1m their writings be de- 

livered , they doe pervert his meaning, as is apparent | y tht, (oxr; 
Don.lib.2.27. Confuttudizem ex Apoflolo:um trad tion ven encm, fiut 
wulta non Inveniuntur in liters eorum, &> tare? quia Cuſtodiuntys per us 
w#iverſam Eccliſiem, ron nifi a iphs rredita e&> commendata cre- 
daytaer, And we wiſh them to ſhew from Scripture what i111: y ſay is 
contained init. Tf th: y yeeld, he doth meane as he doth of wwwrir- 
ten tradition, we hope th: y will not jaſtifie hin) in this; we will take 
thac liberty in him, which himſelfe doth in all others, and givcth 

us good leave to uſe in his owne writit.gs, Now count him 1n th g 
ro tavour Traditions, as fome of che Papifts do nor cauſcl: ſly make 
this rule the meaſuring cord, which doth take in the ]:ritude of all 

tradirions : y.t wee appeale ro Auſtines judgement other hore, 

who though by: this rule hee maketh a univerſal praiſe noc 

begunne by Councells, an argument cf Divine and Apoſtolicall au- 
thority, yet dealing ag1init Donatifſts, Lib. 1. Do1, cap, 7. hee 

ſaith, he will not uſe this argument, becauſe it was but humane 

and uncert2ine, #? videer bum 17:48 ergutentys ilud probare, ex Evaygylio 
profcro certadocumente. 

Wee anſwer to the aſſumption two things + Firſt, it canor bee 
proyed, thit umycr(illy there were ſuch D.oceſan biſhops as 
ours, For in the, Apoſtles times it cannor be proved , that Chur- 
ches which th:y planted were aivided into a mother Church, and 
ſome Parochiall Churches. Now white they goycrned rogetherin 
common with Presby.ers , and tht bur one congregation , they 
could not be like our Dioceſan biſhops, And though there bee 
doubrfull relations, that Rome was &iviied under Evariſtus, yct this 
was not common through the Church. For Tripe-7ite ſtory reſt fi< 
eth, that till the time of Soqgomen, they did in ſome prrts continue 
cogerher, Trip. hiſt, 1b. z.cap; 19. Secondly, thoſe Brſh>ps which 
had no more but one Deacon to helpe them in their miniftery to- 
ward their Churches,th-y could not be D:nceſan B ſhops. But ſuch 


in many parts the Apoſtles planted,as Epiphzziugs doth reftifie, Frae, 
Thid'y, 


(44) | 
Thirdly , ſuch Countries as did uſe co have biſhnps in yillages and 
lIutle townes, could not have Dioceſan b ſhops, Bur ſuch there were 
after the Apoſtles times in Cyprus and Arabia, as Sexom. 1n his 7. 
booke, cap. 10 teſtifietb, Ergo, Dioceſan biſhops were never ſo y« 
niterſal'y received, Secondly, biſhops came to be common by a 
Counccil, Cauth Ambroſe, Proſpictente Concilio, Anb, in 4. ad Eph. or 
by a D.cree p fling through the world : rato orbe decreram eff, (aith 
Ferom ad Evay, which is to beeconſicered not of one Occumeniall 
Councell, but diftributively, in that fingular Churches did in their 
Presbyceries decree, and that ſogthat one for the woſt part fellowed 
another init, This inerprecative, though not formalizer, is a generali 
decree. Buttothinke this was a decree of Pauls, is too too abſurd. 
For bcfi.jces 'thar the Scripture would not have omitted a decree of 
tuch importance, as tended tothe 2lceration of and conſummation 
of the trame of Churches begun through all the world, Hew could 
lerem (if this decree were the Apoſtles) conclude that biſhops were 
above Presbyters magis coz[ueludine Ecrilefie , then Dominice diſþo(i- 
tions veritete. If the DoC. do except, that cuſtome is here put for 4- 
poſtolicali inſtituticn ; let him pur in one for the other, and ſee how 
well it will become the lenle. Let Eiſhops hnow they are greatcy they 
Prie fs rath:y by the Decree of the Apoſile , then by the wuth of Chriſts di. 
Fþ/ſotion, Is it not fine, that the Apoſtles ſhuuld be brought 18 as op- 
pofires, facing C hrift their Lord ? And this concluſion of lerors dotl: 
make meth nke that decretum eft imported no more, then that it was 
rooke up in t:!me fur cuſtome through the world, Which 1s elegant- 
iy ſaid to be a decree , becauſe cuſtome groweth in time ro obtaine 
vim legis,the force of a Cecree, But Amb-eje his place is plain,ProfÞic- 
ente Concilioghe menneth nor a councetll held by Apoſtles. For he ma- 
keith th:s proviGon by counceil ro haye come in when now in Egypt 
& Alcxandria, Presbyters according to the cuſtorne of that Church, 
were not found fit to ſucceed each other, but they choſe out of their 
presbyceries men of beſt deſcrt, Now to Heradas and Dawſius, there 
« 'vere aſuccttiion of Prest ycers 17 the Church of Alexaneria, as Ex- 
ſebius and Terom bath affirme, Wheretore briefly, (ſeeing no ſuch. u- 
niverſall cuſtome can be proved , all the godly tathers never conſpi- 
red to aboiſh Chriſts wititurion. Secondly, could a cuſtame have 
prevailed with all of hzm, whom we have to Conſtarcines time, yer 
*4t might cxter and fieale vpon them through humane frailty , as 
th-fe errours in docrine did upon many otherwiſe godly and faith- 
full Martyrs : therather becauie the alcerativn was (@ little at the 
tuſt and Ariſtocracicall government was ſhll continued. Thirdly, 
ſay, they had wittingly and .wittingly done it thropgh the world , 
they had not conſpired, becaule they might have deemed, ſuch power 
:n the Church, and themſelves to doe nothing but what they mighr 
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(45) 
wich Chriſts good liking for the edification of it, How mary of 
the chiete Patrons. of thts cauſe, are atthis day of this judgement, 
thar if it were but an Apoſtolicall inſtitution as Apoltolicali is con- 
tradiſtnguithed to divine, they might change it, But if the Apuliles 
id enact this order, as Le oats and Embaſſadovrs of Chriſt, then 1s ir 
not theirs, but Chrilts owne inſtitution, What an Embafladour ſpea- 
keth as an Embatſſadour, it is p-incipally from him that ſent him : 
but 1t ulicy who were Legates, d.d nor, bearing the perton of Legacs, 
bur of ordinary Eccleliaiticall governours,decree this ; then it is cer- 
caine,Church governours may alter it withous trealonable conpi- 
ring againſt Chritt, 

As tir thole proofes, that Bithops have bcene throughout al! 
Clvircies trom the beginning they are weaxe, For krit, the Coun- 
ceil of Nice ule:h ar: agus, nor ſimpliciter but ſecundpm quid,in Ore 
der hopoly to thit time whereinthe cuttome began, which was bet- 
cer knowne to them then to us : the phrale is {o'uted, A, 15 8, in 
reipect of [ome things which had not continued many yeares, They 
cannot meane the Apoſtles times, tor then Metropolirtans 
'!hould have actually beene from the Apoſtles time, Second- 
i'y, the phraſe of the Councell of Epheſus, 1s Iikewite xXquyo- 
call ; for they have reference to the fathers of Nice, or at leait 
the decrces of the tathers, who went before the Counce)l of Nice, 
For thoſe words being added, definitiznes Nicens f:4ei, (ceme to ex- 
plaine toe former, Canoes Apoſtolorym. It is plaine the dc- 
cree of the Councell doth aſcribe this thing onely to an- 
cient cuome , no lefle then that of Nice, Conſtantinople 
and Chalcedon ; a1d therefore cannot riſe ro the authority ct 
ſacred Scriptures, Lethimſhew in all antiquity where lacred Scrip = 
eures are called Canons of the Apoſtles, Finally,if this phraſe note 
rules given by the Apoſtles, then the Apoſtles themſelves did fer 
out the bounds ofCyprus and Antioch, As for the authority of 
Cyp7i2e, he doth reſtifie what was Commun'ter 18 nistime , Bifliops 
odained 11 cities ; not wniverſaliter, 75 it there were nocity buthad 
ſome, Secondly, hee ſocaketh of Bitl ps who h2d their Church: s 
included in Cites, not more then might meet together in one, tO a. 
ny. common delibcrations, T hey had no D.ocetin Churches, nor 
were biſhops who had majority of rule over their Pregbyrers, nor 
fole power of ordination. Asfor the Catalogue of facce!lt921, it is 
Ponipe Aptior quam pugae 3 Rome can iecite their ſucceſſors, Bur be- 
caule it hath hid dithops, Ergo, Oecumenicall b {119ps is ro conſe= 
quence, All who are nawed b1thops in the Catalogue, ivere not of 
one cut.and 1n that fenle we commroyert, 

Touching that which doth improve their being conftiruted by a- 
ay Councell, it 1s yety weake, For though wee read of no generai! 
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Councell, yet there might be , and thercport not come to 15, Se- 
cond!y, we have ſh:wed, that the Councell of Nice doth nor prove 
this that b:ſhops were every wher* from the beginning ; the phraſe 
of from the beginning , being there reſpeRively, not abſolutely u- 
ſed. Neither doth Ferom ever contrary this : for hte doth not uſc 
thoſe words in prop:1ey, bur by way of allufion ; otherwile if hee 
did think the Apoitle had publiſhed this decree, whea the firſt to the 
Corinths was written, how can he cite teſtimomics long atcer writ- 
ten, toprove that Biſhops were not inſtituted in ths Apoſtles time, 
but that chey were ordained by the Church Jure Evcleſsaſtics , when 
the time ſerved tor it. 


The ſoxt Argument. 

Such as even at this day are 11 the reformed Churches, ſuch Mi- 
niſters are of Chriſts inſtitution, But Miniſters having fingulari- 
zre of preheminence and power above others, are amongit them, as 
the Superintendents in Germany, Ergo. Anſw. The atjumprion 
is utterly denied. Por Superintendents in Germar:y are nothing hike 
our Bilkops 2 they are of the ſame degree with other Miniſters, they 
are onely Prefi Jents while the Synod laſteth 3 when it 18 d:fl leed, 
their prerogative ceaſeth : they hive no prerogative over their fel - 
low Vn feers ; they are ſubjeR rothe Presbyteries, Zepp. l1b. 2 cap. 
20.P4g.324. The Synod ended, they returne to the-care of heir par- 
:t:cular Churches, 


The ſeventh Argument. 

Tf it were neceffary that while the Apoſtles lived, there ſhould bee 
fach Miniſters as had preheminence and majority of power aboye 
others, much more afrer their departure, Bur they thought it ne- 
cefſary, and therefore appointed Timothy and Titus, and other A- 


poſtoli. ke-men furniſh2d with ſuck power. Ergo, much more after 
their departure. Anſw. The aflumption 15 denyed, and formerly - 


Gi[proved : for they appointed no luch Apoftolicke men with Epil- 
copall power,in which they ſhould be ſucceeded, | 


T he eighth Argument. 


Such Miniſters as were inthe: Apoltles times not contradifQed by 


them, were lawfull, For they would not have held their peace , had 
they knowne unlawfull Miniſters to have crept into the Churches, 

Bur there were before obns deach in many Churches a ſucceſſin 
2f D.oceſan Biſhops, as in Rome, Linus, Clemens, at Jcraſalem lames 
Simeon, ur Antioch, Evodius, at AlexanJria, S. Mark, Anianue, 4vilivs. 
Ergo,D:oceſan Biſhops be lawfull. 

Anſwer. The aflumprion is denyed 2 for theſe Biſhops were but. 
Pceſ. 
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'Presbyters, Paſtors of cne congregation ordinarily meeting, gorer. 
ning with common conſent of their Presbyteries, It they were af- 
fe&ing our biſhops majority, they were in Djatrephes ſufficiently gon» 
tradicged, 

The #inth Argument. 


Thoſe who have beene ever held of a higher orderthen Presby- 
ters , they are before Presbyters in preheminence, and majori.y uf 
rule. Duc biſhops have beene held in a higher order by all antiqui- 
ty. Ergo, The allumption is manifeſt : In the Councell of Nice, 
Ancyra, Sardica, Antioch, Miniſters are diſtinguiſhed into thrce or- 
ders. Jgnativs, Clemens in his Epiſtle ro James, Diony/. Arcep:g, de 
Ca'cft. Hierom. cap. 5. Tertull., de fuge in perſecutione , & de Baptsſ- 
wo. Ignatius doth often teſtifie it, No wender, when the Scripture 
ir ſelte doth call one of theſe a ſtep to another, x Timoth, 3. 13, 
Cyprian. Lib. 4. Ep. 2. Counc, Epheſ. Cap. 1, 3, 6, Yea the 
C ouncell of Chalcedon counteth it ſacriledge, to reduce x 
Biſhop to the degree of a Presbyter, This Hierome himlſclte 
confirmeth, ſaying : That from AMarke to Heraclas and Di- 
#xpfus , the Presbyters did ſer a biſhop oyex them in higher de- 
greece 

Anſwer, 

The Propoſition is not true in regard of majority of rule, For 
no Apoſtle had ſuch power overthe meaneſt Deacon in zny of the 
Churches, Bu: to the Aſſumption we anſwer by diſtinRion, 

An order is reputed higher, either becauſe intrinſecally it 
hath a higher vertue, or becauſe it hath a higher degree of dig- 
nity and honeur, Now wee dery that cver antiquity did take 
the biſhop above his Prestyters to be in a higher order then 
a Presbycer , further then a higher order doth ſignifie an order of 
higher dignity and honor, TaEis or GaJp0 vis nuns, 
as the Councell of Sardica ſpeaketh, Which is fur:her proved : be= 
cauſe the fathers did not hold a biſhop 10 difter frora a Presbyrer, 
as Presbyter from a Deacon, For theſe difter gexere proximo 3 No- 
verint Diaconi (te ad miniflerium non a4 ſacerdetur vecars, But a bi- 
ſhop differeth from a Presbyter, as from one who hath the power 
of Prieſthood no lefſe then himſelfe, and therefore the difte: *nce 
betwixt theſe, muſt be circumſtantially, nor ſo effenttall xs berwixe 
the other, Thus biſhops and Archbithops are divers ord-rs of bi- 
ſhops, not thar one exceedeth the other, as a power of higher vertue, 
buc of higher dignity then then the other. More plainely ; There 
may be a fourefold difterence i gradu. 1. i poteſtate grad. 2.in 
Exercito. 3, in Diguitate, 4. in amplitudive Iuriſdictions, The 
firſt difference is nog betweene a biſhop and a Presbyter, ac- 
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cordi.g to the common tenent of antiquity, or the Schoole, but cn. 
Iy is maintained by ſuch as hold the Charafter of a Priefi and B1- 
1p inwarely , dryerſe one from the ojfier, For as a biſhop differ- 
cth not 1a power and degree from an Archbiſhop , becauſe nothing 
an Archbiſhop can doe, as confirmme, conſecrating Biſhops, &c, 
but a biſhop candoe 7, Se peither doth a Presbyter trom a bi- 
om, Obſ-, Bat the Piicſt cannor orda + a Presbyter , and con- 
fine os the b fhupeoth, and therefore differet.. Poreſtate grades. 
To this Ianfycr, thar theſe authours megane nor th's difterence 1n 
pewer (4c fr:nidamcntali & rem ta pitefizte, |. d arvliata,mmediata, or 
*am aflu boy um eff flu produttiva) as it Prettyrers had not are- 
mote and f.indamentall powerto doe thoſe things : b*: that they 
have nct, before they be ordained biſhops, their power fo enlarged, 
.25 70 produce theſe effeas 2Quilly, As a boy hath a generarive 
faculty while he is a child, which he hath when he 1s a man, but yer 
;t iSnot 11 a child free from all rmp2diment, that it can aCtually 
beect the Iike, Put this is too much to grant, For the power (acra. 
mentall in the Prieſt , 1s an aQuall power which hte 15 able ro 
performe and cxecute, ncthing defeCtive 1n regard of them, ſurcher 
then thev Þ2 with-h<|d from the exerciſe of it, For that cauſe which 
ſtandeth ui compleat aRuality to greater A mare noble cies, hith 
an inferior & 1: {fer of tac ſame Eind under it alſo, unlefle the appli- 
cation of th2 marter be intercepted, Thus a Presbyter he hath a (a- 
cramentall power ſtanding in foll aQuality to higher ſacramentall a- 
Eions,& thertore cannot but haye theſe inferior of confirmation and 
orders in h's power, further then they are excepted & kep: from be- 
mg 2wvlied to him. And therefore power ſacramentall cannot be ina 
Pre3bytcr, as the gentrative ficulty is in a child, for this 1s inchoate 
onely, and imperfe&, ſuch as cannot produce that eff. &, The po- 
wer ofthe Pricit is complear, Secondly, I ſay, theſe are no ſacra- 
menrall aRions, Thirdly, were they, yet as much may be ſaid to 
prove 2n Archbiſhop a diſtin order from a biſhop, as to prove a 
PresEyier and biſhop diftering in order, Forit is proper rohim 
out of power to generate a bithop, other biſhops laying on hands, 
no other wile then Presbyters are ſaid ro Coe, where they joine with, 
their biſ:ops, Tf that rule ſtand not maſor ad minori, nor yet equa't 
@) equa't, I marvel how biſhops can beget biſhops equall, yea ſuper t- 
or to themgas in conſecrating the Lord Archbiſhop,& yer a Presbyce* 
m3y nor ordaine a Pcesbyrer, Ir doth not ſtand with their Epiſcopall 
majority, that the rule (every one may girie that which he bath) ſhould 
aold here in the excreife of their power, Thoſe who are in one order 
may diftcr jure divino or human. Aarin d:ftcred from the Prieſts 
not in power ſacramentail , for they might all cfierincenſe, and 
make interccfNton, Bur the folemne interceHon in the holy of hoties 
God 
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God did except and appropriate co the high Pricſt the type of 
Chriſt, Priefts would have reached to this power of interceflion 
inthe holy place, or ary 2Qof like kinde : but that God did nor 
permit thar this ſiould come under them ,, or they nt»rmedele tn it, 
Thus by humane law tie biſlop is greater in cxerciſe then the 
Prieſt, For though God hath not cx pred any thing from the one 


'free to the other , vet commen'v confirmation, ordination, abſ{ulu- 


tion ky impefi- g hands in recerying Penicerits, conſecrating Char- 
cnes and Viremnes , have becne rc ferred $5 the biſhop for the honor 
of Priefthood, rather ther; a1 neccfhicy of law, 5s 7erom {pr-kein, 
Finally, in djiznity, thoſe may differ many waies, who 1g dcvrce are 
equal], which is granted by our adverſaries in this cauſe, Yea, they 
ſ:y in amplitude cf juriſdition, as 1n which it is apparant an Arch- 
biſhop cxccedeth arother, Bur were it manifeſt thit Gr did give 
biſhops Paſtoral! power through their Diocefle, and an Ar: hbithep 
through his Province, though but when hre viſtierh , this would 
wake one differ 1n order from the other 3 as inth's regard Evan- 
gelifts detfered from ordinary Paſtors, But tht juriſdiRten is in onc 
more then another , is not eſtabliſhed , nor huh apparency in any 
Scripture, 

To the proofes thereof I anſwer bricfly : the one may be a ſtep 
to the other, while they differ in degrees of dignitics, though eflcn= 
tially they are but one and the ſame order, In this regard 1 may 
be ſacrilecdge to reduce one,from the greater to the leſter, if he have 
not deſcryed it, As for that of Jerom 1t is moſt plaine, hee did meane 
no further order, bur onely in reſpe&of ſome dignities wherewitl: 
they inveſted their biſhop, or firſt Prebyter, as that rhev did 
mount him up 1n a higher ſear, the reft fitting lower about Him , 
and g1ve him this preheminence to fit firit as a Conſwl in the Se- 
nate , and modcrate the carriage of things amoneſt them 2: this Cet- 
fiori grady , being nothing but his honourable + £38/-14,not im- 
porting fole authority, For by a Canon of Councell of L1odi- 
cea, wee finde that the biſhop h:dth's priviledge to fit &rſt , though 
Presbvters did together with him enter, and {ir 2s Judges of equall 
commiſſion, Fer thovgh Deacons Rood, Pres! verrs d:d alwaies fat 
in circuits Epiſcs pi. 

Io, Argument, 

If biſhops be that which Aavor, and the Apoſtles were, and Pres- 
byrers, be that which: the Prieſts, and the 72, Diſciples were , then 
the one are above the cther in preheminence and power, Put they are 
fo, Sec ferum te Niparian. Ergo, 

Anſwer, 

If biſi5ps, &c, and P:csl yiers, be ri which the ſonnes of 42- 
783 and the 72, were , thinthere are diftcrert orders, &c. To the 
H 2 m3y 
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may be added a third, That which Moſes and the 70, Seniors were, 
that are the biſhops and Presbyters. Firſt, for the propeſition it is 
not true, for firſt of 4argn and his ſonnes, they were not orders dif- 
ferent «flenally in their power, but onely in degree of dignity, 
wherein the high Prieſt was above others, For every Prieſts power 
would have reached to thit a& which was reſerved to the high Prieſt 
one'y. Belides, when the higk Prieſt was deceaſed or removed, the 
other Prieſts did conſecrate the ſuccefiour, as Sedock, Finally, the 
one had for ſubſtance the ſame conſecration that the other, neither 
had the high Pr:eft any majority of direQive or correQiye power 
oyer others. So the Apoſtles, and 72, wil. not be found difterent 
in order ; 2nd therefore thoſe who reſemble theſe cannot be conclu- 
ded to be of divers orders. Forthe Apoſtles and 7 2. difter no more 
then ordinary meflengers who are impolyed in a ſer courſe, and ex- 
traordinary ient by occaſion onely: "I hey were both meſſengers,the 
Apoſtles babztu and abidingly, the other in a@ onely, and after a 
eranſirory manner, 

Againe, had Aero and his ſonnes beene divers orders, differing 
efNentially in the inward power of them, .yec is not the propoſition 
true, but with additionin this wiſe. Thoſe who are indentically 
and formally that which 4eron and the Apoſtles were, and that 
which his ſonnes,and the 72, were, they difter in degree eflentially, 
not thoſe who were this analogically by reaſon of ſome imperfe& 
reſemblance, For things may be ſaid to be thoſe things wherewith 
they have but imperfe& fimil 1tude, In this ſenſe enely the prepoſi- 
tion is true, 

Now to come to the affumption, Firſt, touching A&on, wee 
deny any biſhop is as Aaron by divine inſtitution, or byperfeR (;- 
militude anſwering to him. But becauſe Aaron was the firſt and 
high Prieſt, others inferiour : ſo it hath pleaſed the Church to imi- 
tate this pollicy, and make the biſhop, as it were Primym Pretbyte- 
rum or Antiftuem in primo ordine, Presbyters iy ſecundo, Whence 
B ſhops may be ſaid to be that which Aaron was through the Chur- 
ches ordination, which ſhe framed, looking to this patrerne of go. 
vernment which Ged himſelſe had ſet out in the old Teſtament, 
The fathers call them Aron and his Connes onely for ſome con- 
mon analogy , which through the ordinance ofthe Church aroſe 
betwixtthe biſhops and Presbyters, and them 3 and conceive them 
to be ſo by humane accommodation, not by divine inſtitution. But 
that they were ſo proper'y ſucceeding them as orders of Miniſtet y 
typified Fy them by Gods owne appointment, this the fathers ne- 
ver thovght, Chriſts prieflhood, no mans, was properly typified 
11 A&YON. } 
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So touching the other pare of the affamption, That Biſhops 
and Presby:ers arc what Apoſtles, and the 72 were, The fathers 
many of th:m inſiſt in this proportion , - that as the Apoſtles any 
72 were teachers, the one in a lugher, th2 other in an inferiour or- 
der, ſo bifhops and Presby:ers, were by the Churches ordinance, 
This is the fathers phr3ſe, ro call them Apotiles, who in any manner 
reſemble the Apoſtles to call them,as Ambroſe. Prophets, Evangeliſts, 
Paftors, Doors, who reſemble theſe , and come in ſome common 
analopie neereſt them , Mofes and the 70 Seniors, who 1n avy ſort 
reſembled them. Now the affumption granted in this ſenile ma- 
kech not againſt us,” For chty might be laid theſe, if there were but 
diverſe degrees of dignity amongſt them , though for power of 
order by Gods inſtitution they were all one. But ſome {iraine 
it further, and take ir, that Chritt inſticuting thoſe rwo orders, did 
in (o doing, inſtitute B.ſhops and Presbyters, the ene whereof ſuc- 
ceeded the Apoſtles, the oth:r the 72. and that thus the Fath:rs 
take it, To which I anſwer, Firſt, in generall, this anzle:y of A- 
poſtles and 7 2: is not generally affeRed by them all. 1gnatizz ad 
Smyrnenſes dicit -Apeftolis Pretbyteros ſucceſſiſ*, Diaconos 7 2. diſcip ut. 
Clem. lib. 2. Conft, cap. 30. (anth, That Biſhops anſwer ro God the- 
Father, Presby:ers to Chriſt, D.acons to the Apoſtles, Tzom doth 
manifeſtly make? P:rsbyrers (whom hee alf5 caileth by name of 
Biſhops in that Epiftle, where hee maintaineth the Presbyters 
dignity) ſucceſlours to the Apoſtles. The like hath Cyprian, 
Ap: ftolus id eft Epiſcopos e prepo(iros, thatis, erdinis ratione prepoſitos 
minorum Ecclefiarum, as Auſtin ſpeaketh, elſeit ſhould bee 3ll 
one \vith the former 3 when hee maketh the Presbyrer as well x8 
the Biſhop to bee ordained inthe Apoſtles, Finally, theſe Fa- 
thers whotake the 72. to have beene Apoſtles, as well as the =! 
ther, could not imagine this porportion of diverſe or+ 
ders {et upin them, Secondly, if Chriſt in theſe inſticuted thoſe 
otner, it mult bee one of theſe waics. Firſt , hee did make 
theſe not onely Apoſtles, but Biſhops , and ſo the 72, not one« 
ly his m:fengers for the time , but Presbyrers alſo, Or, ſecondly, 
elſe hee did ordaine theſe as he did raine Mann, noting and pre- 
Aguring as by a type, a further thing which hee would worke : vizs 
that he would inſtitute B ſhops and Presbyters for Teachers ordi- 
nary in his Church ': but both theſe are grazzs ſpoken withour ary 
foundation or reaſon, For the firſt, wee hive ſhewed that the A- 
poſtles eould not bee Biſhops ordinarily ; nor yer the calling of 
theſe ſeventy two (which was togoe through all Cities Evinge- 
lizing) Rand with Presbyters, Pcesbyters being given to Churchcs 
x7" 2xxAngiars and there fixed. Neuer can the latter be true! = 
encry 
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then Chriſt ſhould have given a Sacrament, when he ordained 115 
Apoltles , and ſent forth his 72. Secondly, the type or the ſhadow 
i; lefle then the thing typified, the ſubitagce of it, But the giving 
Apoltles was 2 grenter thing then giving ordinary Paſtors. Ergo, 
Thuiriiy, I ay, chat Chrilt did never ordaine that any ſhould ſuc- 
ceed the Apoltles,or the 7 2.1m regard of their order, There is a dou- 
ble ſucceſſion, in gratutm, or 4x Coput, as th? juriits diſtingutſh, In 
gratum eurnden, as when one brother dying , another brether doth 
ſucceed him in th2 inheritance, 1# Capat, as when one not of the 
ſxme degree and linz doth come after another, as when a brother 
dying anocher doth inherit afier him, nota brother, but a coſin to 
him, 'Thvs the Apoſtles have no ſucceſlors ſucceeding them zu gra« 
gum , hut ſuch oncly as follow chem, being of other degrees ,and in 
another line, as it were, in which ſorteyery Paſtor doth ſucceed 
them, Bur thea they are (aid to ſucceed them , becauſe they follow 
them , and after a fort reſemble chem , not becauſe they hold the 
places which the Apoſtles did properi'y, Apoſtolo in quantum eft A- 
poſloius 10a [ucceditur, Legaty quatenus eſt Legatus non ſucceditur. 
Fourihiy , thu the Presbyters doe as perſons of a diverſe order fuc- 
ceed th2 Apoſtles no left: fuliy then any other, Firſt , they mutt 
needs ſucceed them who are ſpoken to inthem , whoſe duties are 
laid dowae in that which the Apoſtles received i n commandement, 
Bur the Presbyters were ſpoken to beth in the Keyes, in the Sup- 
per, in the commandement of teaching and baptizing. Ergo, Preſ- 
byters,mult needs ſucceed the Apoſtles, Secondly, thoſe whom the 
Apoſtles did wiftitute in the Chu ches , which they had planted for 
their farther building them up, they were their next ſucceflors, Bur 
the Apoſtles d:d commend the Churches to the care of Presbyters 
who myht bu:id them up, whom tacy had now converted. Ergo, 
ricle were their ſucceflors molt proper and immediate, Thirdly, 
theſe ro whom now taking their farewells they religned the Chur. 
ch2s , theſe were their ſucc: flofars. Bur this they did to Presbyrers, 
Paulrow reverto ſceEfheſus more, AQf.20, Peter ncere death, 
1 Fe!, 5.2, Ergo, Fourthly , 1t one Paſtor or Miniſter doe more 
prop-rly reſemble an Apoſtle then another , it is becavſe hec hath 
ſome powcr Apoſtolique more fully conveyed to him then to ano - 
tier, Butrinis was net done, Ergo, The aflumprion is maniſeit : 
for tirit, their power of reaching and miniſtring the Sacraments 
doth 3s futly and properly belong to the Presbyrer as-to any, unlefle 
we count Þ. eaching net neceflarily connexed to a Presbyters office, 
bur 2 bithopszor at Icaſt thar a more rudimencall preaching belongs 
toa Presbycer, the more full and exa& teaching being appropriate 
to the B'rſhop, which are both roo abſurd, Secundiy, for governe- 
ment, the ApoRles Cid no more give the power of governement to 
One 
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one then'to another, ObſeF. This is rapapnthe Apoſtles are (id 
to have kept che power of ordination,and the coercive power in their 
owne hands, and to have committed theſe in the end onely to Apo- 
ſolike men,as Timothy, Titus, who were their ſucceſſours, ſucceedin 
them in it. An/w. A notable fition ; for it is molt plaine by Scrip- 
eure ; that ordination,po ver ef deciding controverſies, excommunt- 
cation, were given to Presbyters, and not kept up from them ; they 
ſhould otherwiſe have provided i!! for the Churches which they letr 
to their care, Secondly, if the Apoſtles d1d commit ſome ordinary 
power of government to ſome men above others, in which regard 
they ſhould be their ſucceCours, then the Apoſiles did nor onely en. 
joy as Legetes power over the Churches, bur as ordinary Minitters, 
For what power they enj-y-<d as Legetes, this they could not aliis Le- 
gare, Power as ordinary Paſtors in any Nations or Churches thc y 
never referyed,and therefore did never ſubſtitute others cocthemſelyeg 
in that which they never exerciſed nor __ Aad it is to be no- 
red, chat chis opinion of Epiſcopall ſucc« flton from the Apoſtles is 
grounded on this, that the Apoſtles were not onely Apoſtles, but Bi- 
ſhops in Provinces and particular Churches. For the Papiſts them- 
ſelves urged with this, thatthe Apoſtles have none ſecceedingthem, 
they doe confider a'double reſpe& in the Apoſiles,the one of Legates, 
ſo Perer, nor any other could have a ſucceflour. The other of bi- 
fhops,Cetitienicell in Peter, of Biſhops Nationall or Dioceſan,as in 
ſome other. Thus onely conſidered, chey grant them to haye other 
Biſhops ſucceeding them : For the Apoſtolick power preciſely conli- 
dered, was Privi perſonale ſimul cum perſona extinfium. Now we 
have proved thatthis ground is falſe, and therefore that ſucceeding 
the es, more Go to Biſhops then other Miniſters 
grounded upon it, is falſe alſo, 

Laftly,the Presbyrers cannot be ſaid ſuceeflors of the ſeventy rwo, 
For firſt, in all thar'is ſpoken to the ſeventy twogthe full duty and of- 
fice of a Presbyter is not laid downe, Secondly, ir doth got appeare 
that they had any ordinary power of — or baptizing and mi- 
niſtering the oches Sacrament, For they are ſent to Evangelize, to 
preach the Goſpell : but whether from power of ordinary office, or 
from commiſſion and delegation onely for this preſent occaſion it is 
doubrfull. Thirdly,it is not read that they ever baptized, or had the 
power of adininiftring the Supper givento them : Yea, thag they had 
neircher miniſtery of Word or Sacraments ex officio erdinaris, ſeemeth 
hence plaine 3 Thar the Apoſtles did choofe them to the Deacons 
care, which was ſo cumberiome that themſelves could not tend the 
miniſteryof the Word with it,much lefle then could theſe not having 
ſuch extraordinary gifts as the Apoſtles had. Fourthly, if they were 
ſer Miniſters,rthen were they AN ta in deſtination, For the oy 
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enjoyned them, is from City to City, without limitation to Evan- 

e ze; and after we read ot ſome, as Philip , that he was an Eyan- 
ocliit ; rhe ſame is in ecclefiaſticali Rory teſtified of ſome others. 
"Thus we Presbyters ſhould ſucceed Evangeliſts thoſe Apoſtolique 
men, whom the Apoltles conſtituted Py and by conſequence 
be the trne ſucceſ{ovurs of the Apoſtles. Thele Eyangeliſts ſucceeded 
them by all grant, we ſucceed theſe. Finally, Armachanu doth take 
theſc 72. to have been ordinary diſciples, mn his 7, Book Armenicaram 


queſt. cep-7. 
11 Argument. 

Thoſe whoreceive a new ordination are in & higher degree ina 
new adminiſtration, and a new order. Burt Biſhops doe ſo, Ergo. 

Anſwer. 

The propefition is denyed 3 for it is ſufficient to a new ordinati- 
on that they are called to exerciſe the Paſtorall funRion in a new 
Church, where before they had nothing to doe. Secondly, I anſwer 
by diſtinRion, a new order, by reaſon of new degrees of dignity, 
this may be granted ; bur that therefore it is a new order, that 18, 
having further miniſteriill power in regard of the Sacraments and 
juriſdiRion given it of God, is not rrue, Hath nor an Archbiſhop a 
diſtri ordination or conſecration from a Biſhop ? yer is he not of 
any order eſſentially differing. The truth is,ordinationgtf it beJook- 
ed into, is but a canonicall (olemnity which doth nor <ollace that 
power Epiſcopall w the now choſen, but onely more ſolemnly and 
orderly promotes him to the excrciſe of ic, 

12 Argument. | 

Thoſe Miniſters whereof there may be but one onely during 
life in a Church, they are in ſingularity of prehcminence abave o- 
thers. But there may be but one Biſhop, though there' may be ma- 
ny other Presbyters, one Timothy, one Titus, one Archippus, ane 
Epepbroditue. Ergo. For proofe of the aſſumption, See Corneizus, as 
Euſebius relateth his ſentence, lib.6, cap. 43. Conc Nice.cap 3. Conc. 
Calced. 6p. 4. Poſſpdonins in vite Auguſte. lerom. Phil 1, ver. 1. Chry- 
ſoft. Amb, Theod. Occumen: And ſuch was Biſhops preheminence, 
that Presbyters, Deacons, and other Clerkes, arc (aid to be the Bi- 
ſhops Clerks, | 

Anſw-r. 

FE anſwer tothe Aſſumption. Thar there may be ſaid to be bur 
one Biſhop in order co other Coadjucors and Aﬀociates within the 
ſame Church. It my be ſaid, there mu't be bug one Bithop n or- 
der to all the other Churches of che Cries, Secondly, this may be 
affirmed as ſtanding by C1non, or as div:n: inſticution, Now the 
aſſ1mprion 15 true, onely by Law Ecclefiaſticall, For the Scripture is 
ſaid to have placed Presbycers who did Superintendere, Als 20, "Xs 

| nay 
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chat thete were Biſhops at Phitzppi, True it is, the Scripture doth 
nor diſtinguiſh how mayy of the one ſorr, nor how maoy of the 0. 
ther, becauſe no doub: for the number of the Copgregacions, 2 fin- 
gle Presbycer labouring in the Word,ortwo,the one coadjutor to the 
other might be placed. Secondly, it is teſtified by Epipbanizs, thar 
ordinarily all Cities but 'Alexandrie had two, Thirdly, lercm on 
z Tim. 3. doth ſy, thar now indeed there miy be bur one Bilhop, 
meaning Canonicaliy, making a difference rwixt the preſence time 
and time Apoſto|ique, Foutthly, 4uflix did not know it was un- 
lawful}: Yea, he did onely in regard of the decree of Nice, account 
ic ſo, Ep 110. neither did Church or people ever ex:epr againſt the 
contrary, but as a point againſt Canon,which m ghr in ſome calcs be 
diſpenſed with, as the ffory cf Narciſſus, and Alexander, and Liberivs, 
and Fa'ix did more then manitcſt, For though the people of Rome 
cried out, one God,cne Chriſt,one B:ſhop, yer they yeelded at their 
Emperoeuts ſuite, whereas had it beene a thing they had all thoughe 
to have been agiinſt Chrilis inſtitution, they would not have done, 
Vide 58%, lib.4.cap.14. Fiftly,lcroms peerelefic power, is nothing bur 
Corſul-like prefidence abuve others;for this he pleaded for, writin g 
againſt 1ovinien, (ib.1. amongſt the Apoſiles cthemſelyes,thar ſchiſme 
mighe be avoided. Wherefore we yeeld the concluſion in this ſenſe, 
that the Biſhop ſure bumens, hath a fingularity of preheminence be- 
fore others, as by Ecclcfialticall law there might be but one onely 


Archbiſhop. 
I; Argument. 

Thoſe who had peerelefle power above others in ordination and 
juriſd1Rion, thr y were ſuch as had preheminence and majority of 
rule oyer others. But the former is due to Biſhops, Unlefſe this fin- 
gularity of power were yeclded, there would be as many ſchiſmes 
as Prieſts. Ergo, The affumption proved. Theſe who bave epeciuliar 
power (f 0: dinatian above aibers, they are in prebemznence and power be- 
fore others. But Biſhops beve, Ergg, they are in, &c, The aflumprion 

oved, That which was not in the Presbyters of Epbe/uvs and Crete 

fore Timothy and Titws were ſent, but in the Apoſtles, and af- 
ter in Timetby and Titus and their ſucceCours, that is a peculiar of 
Biſhops. But ordination was not inthe Presbyters, &c. Ergo. The 
affamprion proved, - That which theſe were ſent to doe, Presbyrters 
had not power to doe. It was therefore in them, and ſuch as ſuc- 
cecded them, the Biſhops of Epheſus and Ciete. Againe, the 
Scriptures, Coancels,' Fathers, ſpeake cf the ordeynor as one, 
Ergo, it was the peculiar right of the Biſhop, and the Bi- 
ſhop onely, He onely by Canon was pnniſh2ble for irregula- 
rity in ordination, And Epiphaxixzs maketh this the proper 
power: of a Biſhop to _ fathers by crdination , OO 
* . 2 re . 
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Presbyrers doth ſonnes by baptiſme. * And Jerom doth except vrdi- 
pes. as the biſhops __ whereia he is moſt uncgquall to 
them, 


Anſwer. 

I anſwer the propolicion of the firſt ſyllogiſme by diſtinRion, 
Thoſe who have pcerelefie power in regard of the fimple right to 
ordeine : viz. in regard of exerciſing the aR, and ſole performing 
the rite of it, thote who have a right to theſe things originally 
from Chriſt and his Apoſtles, which ao others have, they arc above 
others ;n degree. Againe, peerelefie power un a biſhop over Preſ« 
byters may bc (aid 19 compariſon to them diftributively or. colle- 
&ively conſidered, He that hath peerelefle. power gaven him , 
which no one of the other hath, is nor preſencly of a greater 
degree, nor hath not majorny of rule amongſt others, as 2 
Conſul in the Senate : bur if. ke haye a peerel:fe power, ſuch 
as they all colleQively confidered, cannot commraule , then 
che Propoſition is erue z but the Afſumption will then be found'ta. 
hale. 

To the proofe of the aflumption, The Propeſition, is true of 
power in order tothe thing it ſe}fe, not to miniſtring. the: rite, and. 
executing the a&, which my, be reſerved far honourſake to one,. 
by thoſe who otherwiſe haye equall power with him. That b;ſhops: 
have this power in order, the thing itſelfe agreeing to. them, pro- 

13 officii, not by commifſion from others, we deny. The, afſumpti- 
on is wholly denyed. As forthe proofe of it, Firſt, we that deny 
OG h1d not. power ta ordeine, ag well as Apolilen, Sc- 

>ad]y, that Presbyters had nar,this power in a Church plamed: an 
well as they. Every, one. as fellow ſervants, might conſpire in the: 
ſame ordination. The. Eyingclifts poweP did.nor.derogare from the: 
Apoſtles, the Pregbyrters from neither of them, But pawer of im- 
poſmg hands folitarily,- whereas y. t. Churches wete. not. canſiizu- 
ted, this may happily be appropriazed to.the Apoſtles and. Evane: 

lifts, whoſe office it. was. to labour in- ereting theiframe-vht 

hurches, Secondly, the, aflumption is. falſe, ;; in denying thas 16 
was in the power of Presbyters to lay on hands, contrary to. that its 
Tim"by; The 4 gun thee by laying on of the bands of the Prexippaerya 
Thirely, it is falſe, in p:eſuppoting others chen Priavbycers ta. have. 
beene. Tiwotby and Titm their ſuccefſours. To the proafe of this af 
ſumprion. "The propoſition is,not true : For it might be:convenient 
that the ſame th ag ſhould be done by Eyangeliſts, andby ordinary 
Paſtors, each concurring in their. ſeyerall orders to the ſame ſer. 
vice of Chriſt the Lord. Scceadly, I anſwer co the atunpeion. 
That Presbyters were to be placed in Churches framed where. 
there were Presbyters, or where there were as yea none, Jn _ 

iſ - 


- the grace of ofige,, as well as grace (anQifying the-perſon to ye ir 
holy: Aur weiſce ; 
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k&& Churches, they are bid ordaine, if any need further, | but ſalve 
fre Ectlefie, nos without the concumence of cahers, Ia the larcee 
Churches which were co be conflicuted, they may be conceived as 
Erangelifts, with ſole power of ſezing Presbyters forth. by chis5ice 
of impoſition of hands. We hold Apoſtles might doc it, Evange- 
*lifs might, and the Presbyteries alſo, Yea, Provbyrers 1n Alexan- 


- dria when now their brit Presbyrer was deceaſed, did ordaine the 


following : For the Canon of three biſhops, and Metropolitans, 
added bythe Nicene Councell, was nor knowae yet, Neverthclfle 
it grew timely to be reſtrained to biſhops, the pertorining I meane 
ot.the outward rice and figne 3 bur onely by Canon,as Conſiznation 
was alſo, for which therg is 23 ancient teſtimonies as this,that ic was 
appropriate to the Biſh.. We grant therefore thar antiquity doth 
omertime fpeake of the ordauncr as one, In the Churches of Africa 
one did not lay an hands,yiet in ſome other Churches the rite was by 
gncadmigiſtred. And it is te be goed bythe wiythateis tx ion» 
in ſome Canons is not appeſed to the Coordaining of Presbyters, 
bue to the naymber of Thyes, ar many biſhops required in the ordi- 
nacion of a biſhop. They might therefore by their Canons be puniſh- 
able, becauſe regulasly and canonically che executing of it was com- 
micted4o then, Tbis.is all that Epiphanizes or leraw.excepre ordinatione 
N-grove. Butthelc two condlufons we wauld: ſee proved our of 
criprures.and Fathers,. Firſt, thac ordination:isan action of power, 
of order,a power (acramenall, which a Presbyrer hath:not. Second- 
Iy, chat-by vertue of this power, the biſhop doth antaine,, and not 
by Ecclefafticall right.or commiſſhon frem-the Church; Cerrinly, - 
the a& of pramocigg.a minifter of the Churchy - 1s rattier an a& of 
juriſditioathen-order, As ir belongeth 10. policyand government, 
ro.call new Magiſtrates where-they are wanting, Objefi; Bur a new 
ſpirituall. officer may be inftumed by a ſacrament. A#ſw: If God 
would {o haye collated the grace of + os mg. but he hath 
appointed aqſuch thing, The Apoſtles and-92. were not infticu- 
TE Gentors or-impoſition of Chriſts hands, :Now the grea- 
tcr the grace was whichiwas given, the more need of a. ſ:cramenc 
whereby it ſhau}d- be given.- 0bjeft. They were extraordinary, 
Anfw. They might, have had: fome ambulatory facramene for the 
time. Agaiae, impokitionof hands was uſed in g-ving extraggdi- 
nary graces, As 8. Secondly,were-ita ſacramenc,ur ſhould co 


ſce that:this it could notdo. As for Pall and Baulbbes 
rhe -Church did ſeparate thera at the: command of! God, and lay 


hands.on them , and pray for them, but: they mere already before 
this, immediately c God te the grace of their office, It could 
de-nochiog then b- 3 gaſtire accompanied with prayer, ſceking 


grace 
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grace in their behalfe, For the ſacramenrall collating of grace n- 
Rifying all callings, we have in theſe two ſacraments of Chrifts i 
ſticarton;' Thirdly, there ace mavy kindes of impoſicion of han 
in theeld and new: Teſtament, yer cannot it.be proved,thatit is any 
where a proper ſacrament, It is then a rite, 'a geſture, -a ceremony, 
fienifyirg a ching or perſon ſeparate, preſented ro God, prayed for 
ro God; »Thos Antiquity did thinks of it, as a geſture of one, by 
prayer to God, (ceking a bleflingon every one choſen to this or that 
place of munittery, So'Ecclefiaftically ie 'was/uſed in baptifing, in 
cohſeecaring, in reconctling; penitents,as CONIny : batne- 
ver granted as a ſacrament m thoſe orker caſes by grant of all. 'Jris 
then arite or geſture of one, praying. Terial. de bept. ſhewerh this 
ſaying, Manu iaponitur per benedifiiozem aduocens & iuitens (piri- 
tum (anGium. Ierom alſo contra Lucfcrenes, Now ebnuo, baxc eſſe Eccle- 
fe conſuctudivem at Spiſcopus manum i ' exturrar ad inus- * 
cationem fpiritus /enbbi. Ambr, de d'g 1it. ſeceridot. Secerass igponit ſup- 
p ice dexcram. : Auguſt. Did aliud eft manu - impoſitio quam oratia ® 
e&#c. The Greeke Churches have ever ne Orders by a forme of 
prayer conceived with impoſition of hands. Hence i is, thar 
they impoſed hands even on Deaconefles, where it- conld not 
be otherwiſe confidered then. a- deprecative -geſture. Neither 
15 ithke the African Fathers ever chovghtit a facrament, which 
no other had vertue and power-to miniſter, but the Biſhop ' For 
then threy would neyer have admitred Presbyters to uſe the 
ſame rice with them, Por-ſo they had. ſuffered them to pro- 
phane: a | ſacrament , wherein chey had no- power to intermed- 
dle. OcjetZ. If ore ay they did lay-on hands wuh them, but 
the Biſhops 1mpoſition awas-properly Conſecrative and ſacramen- 
tall, rhcics Dep-ecetive onely. ' Anſwer. Beſides that this is f 
ken without foundation, how abſurd is it, that the yery felfe. 
ſ.me ſacramentall rite ſheuld be a ſacrament in one miaiſters 
hand, and no ſacrament performed: by another z Yea, when the 
Biihop'doth it roa Presbycer, or ' Deacon; then ''a ſacrament; 
when to: a Subdeacon,: and other inferiour officas, then none, 
let any judges; Auſtin did. account- no other of 'impofirion of 
hands, thena prayer over a man, accompanied with that gefture. 
Seggndly, they doe nes thinke that the B ſhop ordainerh by divine 
r:glt, « being.excepted to him as a miniſter of kigher ſacramenta}l 
-pawer : butithathe onely dothiordaine gaoed fyrun & ritum extrin- ' 
ſe by the Churches. commiſſion, thowgh the tight'of ordaining 
be in all che Pcesbytery alſo. Az in a SH che ſociety baye 
right tochoole a fellow, and to ordaine himallo, though the maſter 
doth alone lay en hands, and give admiflien. ' Thus Ierow ſpeaketh 
of confirmation, that it was reſerved te the Biſhop for honourſake, 
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cathee therany neceflity of Gods law. Whence - by analvgie ;and 
iopeies it followeth chey.thigke nor ordination,*prtholÞ other 
_ Fpiſcopall royaltics to have, beene referred, co hin,bygivine right. 
Belide, there are moreangient proofes for Canonicel{ appropraating 

c onfirmacion, then for this impoſiczonof hands. Cornelius  brues 
thus of Novetwe, he wanted thuſe things which he ſhould- have had 
after Bapciſme, according to the Cafion, ihe ſealing of our Lord 
From a Biſhop, Euſeb. Lib 6., cap.25.,50 Cyprias to Iul. Never- 
theleflc, Ieroms judgeth this alſo ro have beene. yeelded them for ho- 
Hour ſake, And we k3ow that inthe Biſhops abſence, Presbyrers 
through the Eaſt did Confpgrae, through Grecia,. through Arme- 
nia. Neither would Gregory the greg have allowed Presbycers 1n 
the Greeke Churches to have contirmed, had he judged it other- 
wiſe then, Canonically © belongs the brſhops. That therefore 
which is got properly a ſacrameruall ation, and that which is noc 
appropriate to a biſhopfurther then Prezbycers hive commired ic 
to him, that cannot make himin higher, degree of miniſtery then 
Presbyrcers are. 

.. Thirdly, in reconciling penitevts; the Presbyters didit in caſe of 
the brſhops abſence : as 1s to be gathered from the third Counce!l 
of Carthage, 32. And who thinkes blefling ſo appropriate co a bi- 
hop, chat Presbyters may not ſolemnly blefle ip the name of the 
Losd, though antiquity . reſerved this to him, "Theſe therefore 
were keprtto him, not as aQts exceeding the Presbyters power of 
order, but for the ſuppoſed honour of him and the Church, For a3 Am- 
broſe ſaith, Ut canes eademn peſſunt irretionals,& vulggriares.viliſg, vide- 
retar, It pleaſeth angiquity therefore to ſeg up one who ſhoula'quoed 

[Exercxripm doe warigghings alone,not becauſe thay Presbyrers could 
not, bur it ſeemedin their eyes more tothe honor of the Church,thar 
ſome one ſhould be intereflled in them, 

,., Fourthly, Amalerias in a certaine booke of ſacred orders,doth con- 
fure the doQrine of an uncertain author,who taught that ave biſhop 
onely;was to lay hands on a Deacon: becauſc he was conſecrated 
not to. Prieſthood, but to winiſtery and ſervice, Nunqutd ſeripter libel 
Koflinr &r: [avitiar Apoſtolis guipojutrunt plures manu ſuper Diaconss quan- 
Ao. con{ecrabaritur,e propteres ſolus Epiſcopus manus ponat ſuper Di:conam, 
ac ff [olus pofſit precars uintutem gratierum quem p'ures Ap ſloli precaban- 
tur. Op imum eft bnos duces ſequiy qui certawverunt ud, ad plenim vittori- 
am, Whence it is plaineghe did know no further thing in impolition 
then prayer, which the more icapoſed, is the more fotcible. 

ag ty ah The fourteenth Argument, - -: | 
 Thicſe who had juriſdition over Presbyters.aflifting them, - and 
Pregbyters affixed to Cures,they had a ſuperiority of power over 0- 
ther miniſters, Buc biſhops had fo, Ergo, &c, 3 
. 1e 
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£ Church Jpaver ger. And iow and Auffin on the 44. Plalme, 
; csll chem >< Princes of the Church, "by whom the is g 
The afumption is proved particularly, Thoſe who had direRive 
power above others, and correQive, they had majority of rule. Bur 
B ſhops had. Ergo. The allamprion proved. BF: , for direQtye 
power, the Presbyters were to doe nothing without them. [gus. ad 
Mag. ad $myr, They might not miniſter tae ſacramenc of: the (i 
per bur underthe'B (bop, Clem. Epiſt, 1.ad Jeceb.Terf heb. de bept:Cag. 
Apoſt. z 8, Con. Carthag, q. 38. Con. Car. 2. Can. 9. Cop. Gan. 16, Conc. 
At. (,an.s. I 
Secendly, that they had cerreRive power,it is proved, Apoc.z & 3. 
The Anyel of Epbeſus did nor ſufter falſe Apoſtles, andis commen- 
ded for it, the Angel of Thietireis reproved for ſuffering the like. 
Therefore they bad poryer over other miniſters. COLO 9. 
rellech Kegatiah he had power to' have cenſured his n. leon. 
«dverſu: Figilantiam, marvelleth that the Biſhop where Vigilertine 
was, did not breake the unprofitable veſſell. Epipbenine faith Bi- 
op; governed the Presbyrers themſelves, they the people. The 
Pcesbyrers affixed te places and Churches, wete flijeQ to the, Bi- 
ſhopz, fcr when they were yacant, the biſhopdid ſupply them. A- 
gaine, the Pcesbycers had cheir _ from him,and rherefore were 
eader him, and they were ſubje&to the cenſure of the biſhop. 
Thoſe of his Clergie were under him ; for he mighe promote them, 
they might not goe from one Diocefle to'inother withoue him, nor 
rravell eo the citric, but by his leave. The biſhop 'was their judge, 
and might excommunicate them, Cypr.hi. x.Fgit z.Concil. Carth.4. 
cap. 59.Conc,Chal,cap.g.conc. Nice.cap.4.cotic. Ant:cap.4.ivid, cap. 
6. _ 2. Cart, 2.cap.7. cone. Afric.cap. 29. conc.Ephef.cap.g. conc. 
Chat.cap.23. The examples of Alexander and Cbry ve thi 
s All Presbyters were counted ecepbeli,headlefie, that lived not in ſub- 
— jeRinn to a biſhop» The Piſtors of pariſhes were either ſubje& co 
biſhops, or they had affociares in Pariſhes joyned with them, or they 
ruled alone, But they had not affociates,neither did they rule alone. 
Ergo, they were ſubje& to the authority and juriſdition of the 
:thop. 


Anfwer © p 
The propofition of the firſt Syllogiſme it muſt 'be thus fra- 
med. Thoſe who had power of juriſd1Qion in themlſelyes , with» 
out the concurrence of other Presbyrers,as fellow judges, they were 
reater in majority of rule. Thus biſhops had nor juriſdiQion. 
rue it is, they were called governours and Princes of their Chur- 
ckes, becauſe they were more eminent' miniſters, though they had 
ani 
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«not Mongrehiall pdwer in Churches, but Conſull-le authoricy : 
and therefore when tey* affeed this Monarchy , what ſaid le- 
ro , Noverine fe ſateravice efje now demines, overint {e nen ad 
4-95-40 vocetos, ad ſervitium totiyes Eccliſte. Sic Otigen in Eſa, 
nNO0M;7, 

To the proofe ofthe Aſſumption. Wee deny that they had this 
direive power over all Presbycers. Secondly, thatth: y had ir 
over any by humane conſtitunon infallible, Presbyters were in 
great difterence. Thoſe who are called propry /acerdotes , Redtorcy, 
Sepiores, + Ainorem Ecclefiarum prepefiti , the B ſhop had nor, nor 
challenged not that dircive power over them, which hee did oyer 
thoſe who were numbred amonght his Clerickes , who were helpes 
to him inthe Liturgy, in Chapells and pariſhes which did depend 
on him as their proper teacher, though thc y could not ſo ordinarily 
20c out to him. The firſt had power within their Churches, to 
teach, adminiſter, excommunicate , were counted brethren to the 
b ſhops, andcalled Epiſcopi, or Ceepiſcopi, even of the Ancient : 
But the Presbycers which were part of their Clergy , they had this 
direive power over them , the Canons Ecclefiatiicall allowing 
the ſame, But I take theſe latter to-have beene but a corruption 
of governing Prcsbyters, who came to bee made a humane mini- 
ttery. 1. by having fingalar as permitted, 2. by being conſecrate 
ro this, and ſo doing ex officio , what they were imployed in by the 
biſhop, But ſure theſe are bur helpes to liturgy, according to the 
Canons, Preaching did not agree to them further then it could bee 
delegated or permitced, Finally, wee read, that by law it was per- 

*mitted them : thatit was taken away from them againe by the 
biſhops 2: that it was tinted and limited ſometimes as co the ope- 
ning ofthe Lords Praicr, the Creed and ten Commandemears : 
as ir is plaine to him tht is any ching converſant in the ancicar, Se- 
condly, let us account them as Minitters of the word given by God 
to h s Church:then I ſay,they could not have any direction, but ſuch 
25 the Apoſiles had amonglt Evangeliſts : andthis power isg venta 
the biſhops onely by canon ſwerving from the firlt ordinance of 
Chriſt-: for it maketh a Miniſter of the word become as acypher, 
Without power of his conſecration, as leroms ſpeaketh,being (o 1nter- 
pxcted by Filſon himſelfe. Theſe decrees were as juſtifiable 28 thir 
' which forbiddeth any to baptiſe, who hath not gotten chriſme from 
the biſhop (ox. Carth.4. cap. 36. unlefle the phraſes Uoe note onely a 
recedence of order in the b ſhop above Presbyrcrs , requiring pre- 
Te and affenr, as of a fellow and chiefe member,not otherwiſe, 
To the proof of the ſecond part of the former aſſumption, 1,we de- 
ny this majority of corre&ive power to have beene in the Apsſtics 
therpſelves: they hag only a miniſtry __ infiging that _ 
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Chriſts correQtive power impoſed, Secondly,we deny that this mini- 
Geriall power of cenſuring was ſingularly exerciſed by any Apoſtle 
or Evangeliſt,where Churches were conſtituted, Neither is the wri- 
ting to one above others,an argumentthat he had the power to doe 
all alene without concurrence of others, To thar of Cypriar againſt 
Rogatian;we deny that Cyprian meanegh he would have done it alone, 
or that he and his Presbytery could haye done it without the con- 
ſent of Biſhops neighbouring : but that he might in regular manner 
have beene bold to have done it, becauſe he might be ſure, quod nog 
co'iege lui crnesid ratum baberemus. Cyprian was of judgement, thar 
he h:mſclfe might doe nothing without the conſent of his Presby- 
ters, unleſſe he ſhould violate his duty, by ranning a courſe which 
ſtood not with the honour of his brethren. It was not modeſtly in 
him ; bat due obſeryancy,ſuch as he did owe unto his brethren, Net- 
ther did Cyprian ever ordinarily any thing alone, He received ſome, 
the people and the brethren contrad:1Ring,lib. 1.epiſ},3.but nor till he 


had perſwaded them, and brought them to be willing. Thou ſeeſt - 


(fairh he) what peines 1 have to perſwade the bytthren to patience.s So 
againe, 1 bardty perſwade the prople, yea even wring it from them, rbat ſuch 
ſbneld be received. Neither did he take upon him to ordaine Presbycers 
alone : but propounded,made requeſt for them, confeffing, that fur- 
ther then Gad did extraordinarily prevent both him and them, they 
had the right of ſufirage, nolefle then himſclfe, as by theſe epiſtles 
may appeare, lib. 1,ep;ſt.20. lib. 2.epiſt. 5. (b.4.epift. 10. 1erom (though 
grandil-quen: ſomerimes)did never thinke a Biſhop could lawfully 
without h1s Presbyteries concurrence, excommunicate. If he were 
as Miſes, yet he would have theſe as the ſeventy. Againe, JTerons 
doth wrice expreſly of all in generall, Er nos ſenacum babemys , 
eatum Progbytermum, ſine quorum conſilio nibil agi 4 quoquem tis 
cct, fiiut Romani bebuerunt ſenetum cxjus confilio cuntla gerebantur, 
Ejipnanits (aith, Biſhops governed Presbyters : but it doth nor fo]- 
low, that therefore they did it alone without concurrence of their 
com-Presbyters. As for the fixed Presbyters, the proofes are more 
urfuſficienr, The Biſhop ſupplyed them, therefore they were under 
him. For Colleges ſupply Churches, yet have they no juriſdi/&ion 
over them, Secondly, the canons did provide 7 plebi invite Prevby- 
ter o>truderetur, T hirdly,we citinguith majority of rule from ſome 
jurifdition, We grant the Biſhop had ſuch a juriſdiion as concer- 
ning the Church), ſo farre as it was in ſociety with others, ſuch as an 
Arch-biſhop hath over a Province : but this did ſtand with the Re- 
Etors power of juriſdi&ion within his owneChurch. Fourthly,though: 
they had power by his miniſteriall interpoſition, yet this doth not 
prove them dependant on him, For biſhops have their power from 
athers oxdaining them, to whom notwithſtanding they arenor ſubs 
jeR. 
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je& in their Churches: Tn caſe of delinquency they ere ſubje ro 
the biſhop with the Presbytery, yet ſo that they could not be pro- 
ceeded againſt till conſent of many other biſhops did ratifie the 
ſentence, Thus in (yprians judgement ;-biſhops themſelves delin- 
quenr,turning wolves,as Sameſateme,Liberiza,&c, are ſubje& to their 
churches and Pcesbyteries, to be depoſed and relinquiſhed by them, 
As for thoſe that were part of his clerks, it is true, they were in grea- 
ter meaſure ſubje& ro himgabfolutely in a manner for their dire: 
on: but for his correQiye power he could not without conſent of his 
Presbyters and fellow biſhops,do ary thing. The biſhop indeed is 
onely named many times : butit is a common Synecdoche, familiar 
to the Fathers, who put the primary member ot the church for the 
reprelentative church, as &uſtine faith, Petrum propter ApaBto'ativg 
fimplicitaters fguram Eccleſie giffiſſe. See concil, Sardicen, cap, 17, 
conc;Carth.4.cap.2.3.Tol.4 cap.4.Socr.lib, 1.3.S0z.hb,t.cap 14.As 
for ſuch examples as Alexanders, it is ſtrange that any will bring ir, 
when he did it not without a Synod of many biſhops, yea withour 
his Clergie, as fitting in judgement with him. Cbry/c/tores fa is 
not to be juſtified : for it was altogether irregular, ſavouring of the 
imperuous nature to which he was inclined, though in regard of his 
end, and unworthinefle of his Presbyters, ir may be excuſed, yer it 
is not to be imitated, As for thoſe headlefle Clerkes,it m3keih no- 
thing for the Biſhops majority of rule over all Churches and Preſ. 
byrers in them, For firſt, it ſeemeth co be ſpoken of thoſe that lived 
under the condu& of the Biſhop, a collegiat life rogether, Eods 4 
refetorio &+ dormitori utebantur, & Canonice viventes ab Epiſtopo in- 
firurbaxiur, Now when all ſuch Clerkes did live then as members of 
a Colledge under a maſter, it is no wonder if they be called head- 
lefle, who did belong to no Biſhop, Secondly, ſay it were alike of 
#11 Pcesbyters, which will never be proved (for all Presby:crs in the 
Diocefſe werz not belonging tothe Biſhops Cl:rkes) ſay ir were, yet 
will it not followgthat thoſe who were under fome, were fubje&t io 
his authority of rule, For there is a head in regard of prefidency of 
order, as well as of power. Biſhops were to finde out by Canon the 
citiefe bithop of their Province, and to aſſociate themſelves with 
him, So bithops doe now live ranged under their Archbithops as 
heads. Priefts therefore as well as Clerkes, did live under ſome ju- 
riſdition of the biſhops ; but ſuch as did permir them coercive 
powerin their owne Churches, ſuch as made the biſhop 2 head in 
regard of dignity, and not of any power, whereby he might ſw:y 
all at his pleaſure, ' Thirdly, if the biſhops degenerate to challenge 
Monatchy or tyranny, it is better to be withour ſuch heads then fro 
have them : as we are more happy in being wiitherawen trom the 


headſhip of the biſhop of Rome, then if be ſill were head over vs. 
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Tothe laſt iv finuation. proving thac biſhops h2d1the governement of- 
ihoſe Churches which Presbyters had, becauſe neitheir Presbyrers a- 

loge had it, nor with affiſtencs.T anſwer,they had as well the power 

cf goverament,as of teaching 2 and though they had nor ſuch afli- 

Rants as arethe presbyters of a cathedral church, yer they might have. 
ſome,1s a deacon,or other yore ſufficient in ſuch ſraall Churches, 

When the Apoſtles planted a biſhop and Dzacononely , how did 

this biſhop excommunicate ? When the fathergof Africa did give 2 

b:ſhop unto thoſe now multipl:ed, who hid enjoyed but a PresLy- 

ter,what zſliftants did rhey give him ?-whar aſliltants had the Chores 

Piſcopi,who yer had government of their Churches ? 

4 The fifieenth Argument. 

That which the orthodoxe churches ever condemned as herefie, 
the contrary ofthart is truth, But in Aerius they have condemned the 
deniall of ſuperiority in one Miniſter above others. Ergo,the contra« 
ry is truth, Anſwer. 

To the propoſitfon, we deny that it muſt necds be preſent!y true, 
the contray whereof is generally condemned for herefie, As the re- 
preſentative catholicke Church may propound an error, ſo ſhe m:y 
gondemae a particular truth, md yet remaine acatholicke church, 
To the afluwption wee deny that the Church condemacd in Azrixa 
every denyall of ſuperiority, but taaronely which Agivrunne into, . 
Now his opinion I take to haye.been this. 1, He did with lcrom de- 
ny ſuperiority of any.kinde as due by Chriſts ordinance : for this q= 
pinion was never counted hereſfie, 1t was Jeroms plainely, 2. Hce did 
net deny the fault biſhops were ſuperiour in their aQuall admi- 
ration; he could not be ſo mad, Tf he had all that a biſhop had ac- 
tual'y, how could he have affcRed to be a biſhop, as a further ho- | 
nou ? D-:11a4l of ſuperiority ſuch as confiſteth in a further power of 
erdcr then a Pre. byrer huth, and in a kingly monarchicall majority 
ef rule, this denyall is not here condemned : for all the fathers may 
be trouelft as witneſſes againſt this ſuperiotty of che Church. Whr 
then was concerned in him? A deniall of ali ſuperiority i-one m1- 
niſter before another, though it were but of honor and dignity : 2nd 
ſecondly, the der ying of this in ſchiſmaticall manner, ſo as to for- 
ſ:k2 communion with the Church wherein it is. For in theſe words, 
us y tycu SaGugwriga Emoiconmy Ty Ter furigy, it (cemeth - 
wnSty ſhould bee read wi Say, thatthere ought to be none, How - 
loever hee is to bee conceived asappoling praRically the difference 
of honour & dignity which was in th? Church by Eccleſiaſtical in-- 
ftitution, Whar is this to us ? Deniall of ſuperiority in regard of ho-- 
nor & dignity, joyned with ſchilme, was conde:nned : Ergo, deniall 
of ſuperiority in power of order and kingly majority of rule, keee— 
ning the bond of love was condemned, 
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The afſumptidn' therefore if it afſume not of this laſt denial}, then 
can it not conclade againſt us. Ergo,ir is a truth that ſome Miniſters: 


may be above otherſome,in order;honor, ind dignity. Bar (h:y un« 
derſtand not by order ſuch an order onely as 1s diſtin&, becauſe 
ſome degree of dignity is appropriate toit , which is not to other, 
Though this argument therefore touch us not, yer to ſpeake a [tle 
further aboutit, this opinion of Aerius is not to be handled too (e- 
verely : neither ovr authors, D. Fhi:akerus , D. Reynolds, Dane, 
to be blamed, who doe in ſome ſort excuſe him, For biſhops were 
growne ſuch that many good perſons were oftended at them, as the 
Audjani, Yea, it was fo ordinaty, that ferom diſtinguiſherh 
ſchiſme from herefie , becauſe the one conteined allertions againit 
the faith, the other ſerved from the Church by reaſon of dif- 
ſenting from Biſhops, See himon Tir.z.10, Neither is it plain that 
he was an Arrian. Epipbanius reporteth it, but no other, though 
writing of this ſubje& and ſtory of theſe times. Sure it is, Eula- 
thiza was a firong Arian, whom Arrive did oppoſe. Neither is it 
ſtrange. to biſhops to faſten on thoſe which diftent from them in 
this point of their freeholdgary thing whercof there is but ungroun- 
ded {uſpicion, Are ngt we traduced as Donatiſts, Anabaptiſts, Pu- 
ritanes ? As for this opinion.th: yrhought itrather ſchiſmaricali,chen 
hereticall:& therfore happily called it herehe,becaule it included er- 
rour in their underſtanding, which with ſchiſmatical] pertinacy was 
made hereſfie, Neither 1s it like that Epipharius doth otherwiſe 
count it hereſie, nor Auflin following him. For thou: h Auſtine was 
aged, yethe was ſo hamble, thar hee fauh , Avguſtinus ſenex & pucys 
nondum anniculo paratus ſum ecoceri. Neither was it prejudice ro h's 
worth for to follow men more ancient then himſelfe, who in like- 
lhood ſhould know this matter elfo berter, As for his callicg 't 
herefie, it js certaine he would not have this in rigour ftteined, Fir 
he doth proteſt (:n hts preface ugto that booke of herefie) that 
nune to his thought, can in aregular definition comprehend what 
that is which m3keth this or thatro be hereſie, Though th-reture 
he doubted nor of this, thet Aezrizs was in errour, fuch 25 C utho- 
lickes ſhould decline : yet it doth net argue that hee thought this 
erreur 1nrigour and former propriety, to have beene herefte, Thus 
much for this laſt Argumenr. FM 
O1 the contrary fide ] propound theſe Arguments following to 
be ſeriouſly conſidered, 
Argument. 1. 
Thoſe whom the Apoſtles placed as chiefe, in their firſt confti= 
tuting of Churches, and tefr as their (accefſours in their laſt fare- 
wels which they gave tothe Churches, they had none {:periour ro 


them in the Ch :zrches, Bur they firit placed Pres: yiees , m_—_— 
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with the Word and governing : and to thoſe in their laſt departings 
they commended the Churches, Ergo. The aflumption is denied : 
they did not place them, as the chiefe ordinary Paſtors in thoſe 
churches, but placed them to teach and governe, in foro interno-; 
with a ref:rence of ſubordination to a more eminent Paſtor, which 
when now they were growen to a juſt mulcitude ſhould be given 
to them, The Apoſtles had all power of order and juriſdition : 
they gave to Presbyters power of order, power to teach, miniſter ſa- 
crameats, and ſo gather together a great number of thoſe who were 
yer to be conyerted ; but kepr the coercive power in their owne 
hands, meaning, when now by the Presbycers labour, the churches 
were growne toa greater mulritude , meaning (I ſay) then to ſer 
oyerthem {ome more emineat Paſtors, Apoſtolicall men,to whom 
they would conimit the power of government, - that ſo they might 
rule over both the Presbyters and their Churches ; and to theſe with 
their ſuccefloers, nor tothe Presbyters, were the churches recom= 

mended, All which is an audacious fition, without any warrant 

of Scripture, or ſhew of goed reaſon. For it is confeſſed that Pre(- 
byters were placed at the firſt conſtitution, as the Paſtors and tea- 
chers of the Churches. Now if the Apoſtles had done this with 
refcrence to a further and more eminent Paſtor and Governour,they 
would have intimated ſomewhere this their intention: bur this they 
doe nor ; yea, the contrary purpoſe is by them declared, For Petey 
ſo biddeth his Presbyrers feed their flocks, as that he doth infjnuate 
them ſubje& to no other but Chriſt, the Arch ſhepheard of them 
all, Againe, the Apoſtles could not make the Presbyters Paſtors 
withour power of government, There may be goyernours without 
Paſtorall power z but nor a Paſtor without power of governing. For 
the power of the Pedum,or ſhepheards Raffe, doth intrinſecally fol- 
low the Paſtorall office. What likeh:hood is there, that thoſe who 
were ſetas parents to beget children , ſhould net be truſted with 
power of the rod wherewith children now begotten are to be nur- 
tired and kept i 1awe beſceming them ? If it be (aid, every one fic 
for the office of a Teacher, was not (it for a Goyernour : I anſwer, 
be that is fit to be a Paſtor teaching and governing is foro interno,is 
much more fit to be a Goyerneur externally : he who is fit for the 
greater, is fir fpr the leſſer, It was a greater and more Apoſtolicall 
worke to Jabour converſion, and bring the churches a hanefull 
in tte plantirg (as ſome thinke) to become numberſome in people, 
then ir is to goyerr.e them being converted. And it is abſurd to thinke 

That thoſe who were fit to gather a church, and bring itto fulnefle 

from ſmall beginnings, ſhould nor be fatto governe it, but ſtand in 

need to have ſcm: one fent, who might rule them and the chur- 
ches they had colleRed, Second!y, theſe Presbyters were (as them- 
: | lclves 
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{elves confeſs) qualified with the extr2ordinary gifts of rhe ho- 
1y Ghoſt, and choſen by.ſpeciall defignarion: ſo that to. impure in- 
ſufficiency unto them, is harſh, and injurious to Ged, as well asto 
man. Finally,by the ewenty of the Adts,and the firſt Epiſtle of Perer, 
cha«5. it is plaine,they doe in their laft farewels, commit the Chur- 
ches unto the Presbyrers,nor ſuggeſting any thing of a further Pa- 
Nor to be ſent, who would ſupply their roomes; which yet they would 
not haye fargotten,being a thing of ſo.great conſolation, had it been 
intended by them, 


Argument 3; 
Thoſe who have the name and office of Biſh»pscommon to them, 
they have no ſuperiour Paſtors over them : bur the: Presbyters Pa- 
ſtorall have that name and office attributed to them, For firſt they 
are ſaid to governein general], Secondly,there is nothing found be- 
longing to the power of the keyes in fors extern, but the Scripture 
doth aſcribe it to them, powerof ſuffrage in councell. A&s 1 5. pow- 
er of extommunication, which is manifeſt. ro haye beene inthe 
churches of Corinth when it had no biſhop ; power of ordination, 
1 Tim, 4. If any ſay, that this their power was but by commiſſion 
in them, and that they were ſubordinate to the Apoſtles in exercile 
of ir, being to reteine it onely untill ſuch time as more eminent Pa- 
ſors ſhould be given : I anſwer, all this is ſpoken grarz, withour 
any foundation,and therefore ao more eaſily youched then rejeeds 
"The Presbyters ſo had this power, that they did commit it to the 
bifhops, as we ſhall ſhew after : and therefore ic muſt have beene in 
them, not by extraordinarycommiſhon, but by ordinary office. Se- 
condly, they-were ſubje& in exerciſe to none but Chriſt and the ho- 
ly Ghoſt, who onely had out of authority truſted them with ict. If 
the Apoſtles and they did concurre in doing one and the ſame thing, 
they did it as inferiour to the Apoſtles, and ſervants of a lower or- 
der, not with any ſubjeRion to them, as heads of derivation, ſer- 
ving Chriſt their onely Lord, no lefle immediately then the Apo- 
files themſelves; 
Argument 3, 

That which is found in all other orders of Miniſters inſtituted by 
Chriſt, may be preſumed likewiſe in the order of Paſtors and Do- 
Qors: bur inall other orders, there were none thar had fingulari- 
ty of preheminence and majority of power above other : No A- 
poſile, Prophet, Evangeliſt had this rule one over another. If 
the propoſition be denied, upon fuppoſall of a difterent rea- 
ſon, becauſe that. though parity in a few- extraordinary Mi- 
niſters might be admitted without diforder, yet in a multi- 
cude of ordinary Miniſters, it 'could not but breed. ſchiſme and 
confuſion,and therefore as the order of Pricfihgod was divided om 4 
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8 high Prieſt, and other ſecondary ones, ſois itfir that the Presby- 
ters of the new Teſtament ſhould be devided , ſome being .in the 
frſt, andſome inthe ſecond ranke. To this I anſwer, the parity 
is the more dangerous , by how much the places are ſupereminenr, 
Secondly, though Paſtors ſhould be equall, yer this would notbri 
parity into the Minifters of che Church , ſome whereof ſhould bec 
.4n degree inferior to orher , .the governing Elders to the Paſtors, 
and the Deacons to them. Thirdly, if every Church being an Ec- 
clefiaiticall body, ſhould have governours every way equall, there 
were no feareof confuſion , ſeeing Ariſtocracy , eſpecially where 
God ordainerh it, is a formeof gouerament ſufficient topreſerve 
order, But every Church might then doe what ever it would with- 
in itſclfe. Nor fo neither ; for it is ſubje& to the cenſure of ocher 
Churches ſynodically zſembled, 2nd to the civill Magiſtrate, who 
incaſe of delinquency, hath direive and correftive power over it, 
Parity duth not ſo much indanger the Church by (chiſme, as impa- 
rity dorh by tyranny ſub;e& boa for the diſtinRion of Paeſts,wee 
grant it; but as man could nut have made that diſtition, had nor 
God ordained it in time of the old Teſtament, no more can we un- 
der the new; Howbeit, thatdiſtinQion of Pricſts did bring in no 
ſuch difference in order and majority of rule , as our Biſhops now 
challenge. | 
Argument 4. 

It ſome be infcriour unto otherſome in degree of power , it muſt 
be in regard of their power to teach, or their power togovern, or in 
the application of this power to their perſons, or in regard of the 
pecple whom they teach and governe , or finally in regard the ex- 
ercite of their power is atthe direRion of another. But uo Paſtor 
or Teacher dependeth on an other but Chriſtfor any of thele, 
Ergo. The propoſition ſtandeth on a ſufficient enumeration : the 
aſſumption may be proved in the ſeverall parts of it. The former 
branch is thus cleared. Firſt, the power we have, is the (ame eflen- 
tially with theirs ; yea, cycry way the ſame, Secondly , wee have 
it as imediately from Chriſt as they, I ſhew them both thus : The 
power of order is the power which inableth us topreach and deli- 
verthe whole counſell of God, and te minifter all Satraments 
ſcaling Gods covenant. Now unleſle we will with the Papiſis, ſay 
that preaching is no necefiuy annexum to the Presbyrers office , or 
chat his power 15 arudimentall limited power, as to open the creed, 
Lords praier, and commandements onely , or that he hath notthe 
full rower (acra nentall , there being other ſacraments of ordina- 
tion and confirmation which wee may not miniſter, all which are 
grolic, wee mult yeeld their power of order to be the ſame, Yea, 

evcic theſe ſacraments properly, they arc both grounded in the 
power - 
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fluence,that in his Church, which the Pope doth challenge in regard 
of all biſhops, For his headſhip and ſpirituall ſoveraignty Randerh * 
according to Bellaymime in this, that the governmeart of all is fore _ 
extern, is committed to him, Not to mention, how biſhops, while k 
they were biſhops, gloried of their chaire and teaching,as the Cow- 
er of their garland, preferring it farre befere government, but when 
they were fallen from their ſpiritual felicity, and infeRed with ſc- 
cular ſmoke, then they recommended the labour of teaching to the 
Presbyters, then their juriſdition and confiſtory did carry all the 
credite, every office in the Church being counted a dignity, as it 
had more or lefle juriſdi@ion annexed ; as thofe are more or leflc 
henourable in the Common-weslth , which have ctvill authority . 
in lefle or greater meaſure conjoyned, The truth is, it cannot be 
ſhewed that God ever made Paſtor without this juri{dition ; for 
whether it do agree t@ men as they are Paſtors,or as they are Prelats 
in the Churchzit capnot be avoided but that the Pafter ſhould have 
ie, becauſe _ every Preſul or Prelatus,be not a Paſtor, yet eve- 
ry Paſtor is Prelatys,in order to _ Church where he is the y_ 
| an 
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and ordinaty Paſtor, Yea, when cenſure is the moſt ſharp ſpirituall 
medicine,it were ill wth everyChurch,ifhe who is refident alwayes 
among them as their ſpiritual] Phifition, ſhould not have power in 
adminiftring it. Thirdly,I ſay,no Miniſter hath majoricy of power 
in applying the power of order or juriſdi&ion to this or that perſon, 
In &e application there is a miniſtery of the Church interpoſed : 
bur ſo that Chriſt onely is the cauſe with power, not onely why 
Presbyrers are in the Church , but why Thomas or Toby is choſen to 
and beſtowed on this or that place, A Miſter onely doth out of 
power take every ſervant into his houſe : ſo God in his, God did 
chooſe Azrorsſonnes with the Levites, and Chriſtthe 70, not medi- 
ately leaving it to the arbicrement of any to ſer out thoſe that ſhould 
ſtand before him, God doth eyer onely in regard of authority, ap- 
ply all power Eccleſiaſticall to every particular perſon, his ſole au- 
thority doth it, though ſometime as 1n ordinary callings, the minis 
ſery of ethers doth concurre. The Church is in ſetting our, or oc- 
daining this or that man, as the Colledge is ig chooling, when ſhe 
raketh the man whom the ſtatute of her founder doth moſt mani. 
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they may exerciſe their power received, 2s the Emperours did mak? 
C bartularies Judices, who had a power co judge caules if iny would 
lubjeR himſelfe ro chem, Or as the Count Palatine hath ordinary 
Judges, who are habits tew:um Judices, having none under them, 
amongſt whom they may exerciſe juriſdiction. Or as the Univerſity 
giveth the degree of a DoEor in Phyficke, without any patients 
among whom he may praQiſe, But Gods Miniſtery is the calling 
of a man to an aQuall adminiftration, Goe teach : and the power of 
order is nothing by the way, but a relative reſpe&, founded in this, 
that L.am called to ſuch an acuall adminiftratzon., Now there can- 
not be an at commanded, without the (1bje& about which it 1s oc- 
cupied: otherwiſe,God ſheuld give thera a faculty of feeding, and 

leave them depending on others for icep to feed; 5od ſhould make 
them bur remote potentlall Miniſters, and the B.fhop aQuall, 
Thirdly,the Holy Ghoſt is ſaid to have ſet the Presbyters over their 
flocke. A man taking a ſteward, or other ſeryant into his houſe, 
doth give him a powcr of doing ſomething to his family z and ne- 
ver thinketh of caking (crvants, further Ts the neceflity of his 
houſhold doth require : ſois it with God in his Church,which is his 
houſe z fore the exegency of his people ſo require, he doth not call 

asy tothe funRion of Miniſtery, Againe, this is enough to ground 

the authority which Aatichrift aſſunceth : For ſome make his ſove- 
raignty co ſtand onely in this, not that he giveth order or power of 
juriſdiQion, bur thar he giveth to all Paſtors and Biſhops the moiry 
of theepe, on whom this their power is exerciſed, Qhriſt having 

given him the care of all his ſheepe, feed wyſherpe: ſo YVoſquex. Thus 
if a Biſhop challenge all the ſheepe in a Dioceſan flocke to be his, 
and that he hath power to afſigne the ſeverall flockes under him,he 

doth uſurpe an Antickriſtian authority. Finally,if the Churches be 
the Biſhops through the Diocefſle, Miniſters then are under them 
in their Churches, but as a Curate is, whom a Parſon giveth leaye 

to helpe within his Church, Yea, they ſhould looſe their right in 

their Churches, when the Biſhop dieth, as a Curate doth when the 
Parſon of this or that Church, whom he aſſiſted, is once departed. 

To conclude, they are not dependant ( ene Miniſter 1 meane on 
another ) in the exerciſe and uſe of theic calling. A ſeryant that 
hath any place, doth know from his Maſter what belongeth to ir, 


. The Pricfis and Levites had ſet downe what belonged ro their 


places, as well as the high Prieſt what belonged to his. Againe, 
God hath deſcribed the Presbyters office, as amply as any other, A 
Legate dependeth on none for inſtrucions,but on him that ſendeih 
him ; now every Miniſter is an Embafſadeur of Chrift. By their 
reaſon a Minifler ſhould be accountant to mn for what he did in 
his Miniſtery, if his exerciſing of ir did depend on man, Then alſo 
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done this 6r that, to which the biſhop did diret chem, Moreover, 
ſhould the biſhop bid him notpreach ar al, preach rarely,teach onely 
ſuch and ſuch chirgs,or come and live from his charge,he ſhould not 
finne in ebcying him, Bur man canner limit that power of minifte- 
ry which he cannot give.It is not with Gods ſeryants in his Church, 
as with civill ſervants in the Common. wealth : for here ſome ſer- 
vants are aboye others whom they command ag they will ſuch as are 
called ſervi erdinarii or prepoſiti, ſome are under otherg to do this or 
that commanded by them,commonly called ſervi vixarij: but in the 
Church all fervants ſerve their Maſter Chriſt, neither having any 
that they can command, nor being under any but Chriſt ſo as to be 
commanded by them, Bur it may be objeRed, that God hath or- 
dained ſome to be helpes and 2fliftants re otherſome, Ir is ſaid thar 
God hath ordained powers, helps, governours,1 Cor.12.8.and were 
not the Evangeliſts affiſtanes co the Apoſtles, doing that to which 
they direRed them ? To this I anſwer, that the helps God huth put 
in his Church reſpeR the calling of Deacons, and ſuch as miniftced 
to the infirme ones + As for Evangeliſts,they were companions and 
aſſiancs to the Apoſtles, but it was in order to the work of God in 


' their hands, which they were eo ſcrve, not in order to their perſons, 


as if they kad been ſubj:Red to them in any ſervile inferiority. Ob- 
ſerve how Azul (pzaketh of chem, 2 (or.8.23. Titus wis his compa- 
nion and helper towards them,Pbil.2,25. Eprpbrodirus was his bro» 
ther and helper in his worke,and fellow ſouldier, x Thefſ.3.2. Time- 
tby was hiscoxdjutor in the Goſpell of Chriſt, 2 Tim.4.tr. Aarke 
was helpefull in the M:niſtery, The truth is, this was ſervitue wen 
perſonals ſed realis, the EREIS did ferve the worke the Apoſtles 
had in haed,with out being (ervants to thefr perſons, When brick- 
ayers worke, ſome mire line, and make mortar,fome beare up tile 
and mortar, ſome fit on the houſe and there lay thit which is 
b ought them. Theſe are all fe!low ſeryants, yet the one doth ſerve 
ro ſet forward the work: of the other. But were they norlefr to the 
direQion of th: Apoſtles, wholly in exerciſe of their calling? I an- 
ſwer,1s Ch:iſt gave ſome to be Evangelifts, ſo he made them know 
from himſelfe what belonged te their office,and whar was the admi- 
aiſtration to which he called them. Hz did nor therefore whally 
leave ther to the direRion of any There is a double direQion,one 
poteflativa, which is made from majority of rule ex d4v9]us, 
the other ſerials, ſuch as one ſeryanc, having fit knowledge of 
his mafters will, and ripe exp:rience, may give to another, The 
latter k.nde of dire&ton it was, not the former,dy which the Eyan- 
elifts were direfted. Whick though com noaly Paul uſcd, yer nor 
bo univerſally but that chey weng ſometime gf their owae —_— 
ther 
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14,15. 
The fir Argement. 

That which the Apoſiles had not over Prophets, Evangeliſts, 
Presbyters, nor Deacons themſelves that power wh:ch the Church 
hath not oyer any member, the b;ſhop hath not oyer other m1- 
niſters. But they had nor over ay inferior officers any majority of 
direQive or correQiye power: neither hath the Church it ſelfe any 
ſuch power. Ergo. The aflumptien is provygd : for majority of 
direCtive and correR.ve power 15 a Lord-hke and Regall power : 
now there is no ſuch power in the Church, or in the Apoſtles; or in 
ary but onely in that one Lord z all o:her power being but a decla- 
- Tative and executive minifiery to ſignifie and execute what Chriſt 
out of majority of power would have ſignified and put in exe- 
cation, 

The ſoxth Ay f. 

That which doth breed an Antichiiſtian uſurpation, never was 
of Chriſts inſtitution. But biſhops majority of power in regard 
of order and juriſditiong doth ſo ; Ergo, That which maketh the 
bifhop a head as doth influere derive the power of externall governs. 
ment to other his afliſtauts that doth breed an Antichriftian vuſur- 
_- But toclaime che whole power of juriſdiQtion through a 

ceſan Church doth fo : for he muft needs ſubſtitute helpers to 
him, becauſe it is wore then by himſelfe he can performe, Bur this 
is it which maketh Antichriſt, he doth take upon him to be head 
of the whole Church,from whom is derived this power of externall 
government : and the biſhop doth no lefle in his Dioceſan Church, 
thit which he uſurpeth differing in degree vnely and extenfian, nor 
in kind from that which the Pope arrogateth, If it be ſaid that his 
power is Antichriſtian, becauſe ic is- vn'verſall : ir is norſo, For 
were the power lawfull, the univerſality could not make it Anti- 
chriſtian, The Apoſiles had an univerſality of authority, yet no 
Antichriſts, becauſe it did not make them heads, deriving ro others 
From their fulneſſe : it was nor prince-l.ke majority of power, bu 
Reward-like and miniſteriall onely. If one doe uſurpe a king!y pow- 
erin Kent onely, he yere an Anti king to our Soveraigne, no lefſe 
fur kind,then if he proclaimed himſelfe King of England,$.otland, 
and Iceland, There is but one Lord,and many miniſtrations, Nei- 
ther doth this make the Popes power papall, becauſe it is nor under 
a Synod : for the beſt of the Pipiſts hold,and it is the moſt common 
tenent, thar he is ſubje& te an Oecumenicall Councell. Secondly, 
though he be ſubje&, yer that doth not hinder but he may uſurpe a 
ingly government : ſors King may have a kingly power, and yer 
eonfefic himſclfe accountable - all his people coll Rively ae 
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red : neither doth. this make the Biſhops lawfull in'one Ch 
becauſe one may manage ir,and the Popts unlawfull, beczuſe none 
is ſufficient to [way ſuch a power through the whole Church : for 
then al: the power the Pope doth challenge, is not per {e, but per ' 
ecciderrs, unlawfull, by reaſon of mans urſufficiency, who cannot 
weild ſo great a marter, . 

The ſeventh Argument, 

Thoſe Miniſters who are made by one patent in the ſame words, 
have cquall authority : bur all Mmiſters of the Word are made b 
the ſame parent, in'the ſame words, Receive the holy Ghoſt, whoſe nz 

2e forgive, &c. Ergo. The propoſition is denied : becaule the ſenſe 
of the words is to be underſtood _— as the perſons give leave 
to whom they are ſpoken, Theſe words [poken to Apoſtles, they 
gave them Jarger power thento a Biſhop : and ſo ſpoken to a Preſ- 
bycer they give him lefſe power then to a Biſhop, Anſw. If the Scrip- 
tuce had diſtinguiſhed of Presbyters Paſtoral feeding with theWerd, 
and made them divers degrees, as it hath made Apoſiles and Eyan= 
geliſts, then we would grant the excepaien : bur the Scripture doth 
not knew this divifion of Paſtors and DoRars into chiete and afi- 
ſtent: but ſpeaketh of them as of Apoſtles and Evangeliſts, who 
were ameng themſclyes equall in degree. Wherefore as xo Apoftle 
received by theſe words greater power then another : ſo no Paſtor 
or Teacher, but mud) receive the ſame power, as who are among 
th reſcives of the ſame degree.Scconely, were they different degrees, 
yer it ſhould give the Presbyter for kind, though not of ſo ample ex- 
rear as the B:ſhop hath, as it giveth the Biſhop the lame power for 
kinde, which the Apoſiles had, though not ſo wniverſall, but con» 
traQcd to particular Churches, 

Now to come unto ſome concluſions or aſſertions which may 
lead |:ghr unre the deciding of this queſtion, 

Concinj. 1. Let this be the firſt. No Miniſter of the Word hath 
any power but minifteriall in the Church, Power is naturall or mo« 
ral!!. Morall is Civill or Ecclefiafticall, Civill is either Lord-like 
and ruling,o: miniſterial] and ſervile, So Ecclefiafticall,takem larpge- 
ly for all power ſubjeRively in, or objeQively abent the Church, is 
either Lord-like and Regall, ſuck as is in Chriſt, or it is miniſteriall 
and fcryile, ſuch as is in the Church and the principall members of 
it, The power therefore of the Apoſtles themſelves and Evangelifts, 
is called N-voria, AR.20.1Tim.4 yea ſuch a ſervice,as doth make 
the miniſters having it,ſo ſervants, that they are no way Lords. Ma- 
m} minfiers, one Lord : we preach Cbrift, our ſeives your ſervants for Ie- 
fus ſake. S.Paul maketh bis power ſeward-like, not regall. Now as 
that is regall power which doth any thing from the authority oge 
hath in himſelfe,or from ones pleaſure: ſothat is minifteriall power 

which 
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* _. which doth nothing but ceying the will and power of h'm that is 

prigcipall : a power which fiziuficth or executeth this or that 2x me- 

ro alterines obſequis. . 

Es Conclyſ.2, This miniſterial] power is no ſupernaturall yertve or 
uy inherent in the ſoule : but a relative reſpe& founded on this, 
thatI amcalled by God to this or that aRuall adminifracion in his 
Church. For it is nog.a power ſimply,whereby a man is naxde ablc to 
doe ſome ſupernatural a&, which he could not before in any manner 
performe:bur it is reſpeQively ſaid a power,in as muck 2s it doth in- 
able him to doe thoſe 1&s in the Church of God lawfully, and ex 
officie,with which before he might not intermeddle, The power of a 
Deacon, Paſtor, Evangeliſt, Apoſtle, belong to one predicament in 
regard of that which is the genus or common nature of them : che 
power of the Church cannot be other, Naturall and civil] power 
doth with vertue and cfhicacy reach thoſe effe&s and ends ro which 
they are deſigned : becauſe they are proportioned to them, and ex- 
ceed not their aRivity 2 but Eccleſiaſticall power cannorthus concur 
to the end and <fte&s for which it is ordained : becauſe they are 
ſuch as the omnipotenty of God onely can produce, asthe converting 
or creating grace in the heart of a ſinner, to which no ſupernatural 
vertue 1h man can by any reall, though iaftrumentary efficacy, con- 
duce any thing. | 

Concluſ. 3, God hath not given minifteriall power to any, which 
himſelfe is not perſonally co diſcharge, nor infurther plenirude 
then that by himſelfe it may be performed, The reaſon is, becauſe 
God cannor give.one the charge of dving more then a mans proper 
induſtry can atchieve, but he muſt withall putit in a mans power 
to take others, and co impart with them power of teaching and go- 
verning, ſo farre as may ſupply that defe& which is in his ſtrength 
to performe it alone, He that will have the end, will hrve thar 
without which the end cagnot be attained, If God would have 
any one an ugiyerſall paſtor to all the Churches of the world, h2- 
mult needs allow him power to ſubſtitute Paſtors here and there, 
deriving unto them power borh to teach and governe, fo far as may 
ſupply his abſence in the Paſtorall cure, If I will have one keepe my 
flockes which goe in twenty fheepe-gates, if I commit them to one, 
I muſt necds together give him leave to aflume unto himſelfe ſuch 
as may be under ſhcpheards to him. Thus if God give a Biſh-p 
the plenitude of Paltorall care and goyerament over all th* Pari- 
ſhiogall Churches through a Diocefle, he muſt needs together al- 
Icw him this power, of being a head of intergal] fluence, even 1 
head virtually communicating with others part of p:ſtorall power, 
whether teaching or government, Thus ſhould none but Biſhops 
be ex officio ſervants in Paſtorall cure to God: all others ſhould be 
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_ immediately and formally (crvants to the biſhop, and doe every 
ch:ng in rhe name of the biſhop,being immediately oncly and in 
remote ſenſe the ſervants of God: as in the former' compar! 
one ſeryant receiving from his maſter the care of all the fi>ckeg,he is 
the maſters ſervart ro whors the maſter commitrerh rhe rruft, from 
whom he onely looketh to ſee it performed ; bur thofe whont this 
ſh:-phcard taketh ro himſelfe for his aid, they come under his dotmt- 
nion,and are ſervants to him. If it be (ard, that God doth not thus 
make ht biſhop Paſtor,but that he wil I:ckewife that there be pariſh 
Paſtors under him, and helps of government, To riwy Tl anfwer, If 
Gad will have themthen either after his owne deſfignement, or ele 
leavi:g it to the biſhops arbirremene ; if he leave ir cothe bi 
arb.cxc ment, then the objeion before is in force, God will tooke 
fer the cute from him onely, he ſhil cake according to his judgmenr, 
ſach as may helpe him.1f God willhave them after his owne defign- 
mert,then he giveth the biſhopno more Paſtoral power then he can 
diſcharge himſelfe,orhers having their right in all the biſhop cannor 
exccute,as well as the biſhop,and as immmedixly from Chrift, Some 
write, as if the Apoſtles had the plenitude of all Paſtoral 4 
that from them it mighe be derived ro the Church, it being ſerne 
through nature, that inferiour things receive influence from the (u- 
periour, But they miſconceive the matter z they had onefy a power 
ro ſerve the Church with the perfonal} ſervice of their [ethip. 
The Paſtorall power of Evangeliſts, or of ordinaiy Paftours and 
teachers, they never had. For as Chrift gave the one order, ſo the 
b- two other 2Ifo, for the gathering of the Saims, and exZdifying of 
+ the boey of Chriſt : and no perfor in any ranke had any power to 
- - do this or thatin the Church further then himfelfe mighe performe 
in perſon, The ſteward in a hoaſe hath fulf power of a fteward, but 
not the power of all other officers, as Clark of the kitchin, Butler, 
Chamberlaine, &c, So in theſe divers orders of feryants in Gods 
houſe,his Church, If the Apoſtles hid had the fulneſfe of Paſtorall 
coregthey ſhould then have ordained others Evaneeliſts,and Paſtors 
not onely by minifteriall mediation of ther perſons calling them, 
« bur alſo by mediation of vertue, 

Concluſ.4. One miniſteriall power may be in degree of dignity 
above another, For the power of one may be about more noble as 
then the power of another, or in the ſame kinde, the power of one 
may be more cxteaded, and the power of another more contraQed, 

E\ Thus the Deacons had for the obje& of their power and care, not 
"=—I ſo exeellent 2 thing as that of Paſtors, Evangeliſts, and Apoftles. 
: Thos the power of ordinary Paſtors was not ſo univerſall as the. A- 
Fra poltles, evenas in the orders of ſeryants domeſticall, ſome are im- 
| plied abour leſſer, ſome about greater and more honorable ſubjeRe. 
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Y .-  Contl.'s; 'Noarder of Miniſters or ſervants can baye majority of 
directive.and corfyQire: power oyer thoſe, who are in inferior order 
of Miniſtery and { Vice, } The reafan is, becauſe this exceedeth the 
bounds5tmynifteriali];powsr,ang is 5 participation: of tharUdefj poti- 
call power which is appropriate to the maſter of the family, 

Cont. 6 . Servants 1n one degree may have power to (igrific their 
maſters direRion, and to extcure miniſterially what their maſter 

ont of his correQiye power jnflifteth on their fellow ſeryants in o- 
ther degrees, Thus Paſtors ſignifi Gags will to governing Presby- 
ers aud Deacons, whathe.wobld hayethem to doe'/in ther places, 

Thus the Apotiles might informe all orders under them, | 

Cond, 7. This power 'minifteriall rending to'execute the pleaſure 

of Chfiſts correQive power,was commitred to ſome in extraerdina- 
ry degrees, ptrſoaally and ENS might be ſo in ſome caſes 
exerciſed by theni. I meane ſingularity without concurrence of aay 
others. This without dogbt was in the Apoſtles and Evangelifts : 
and it was needfull it ſhould be fo : fiſt, becauſe ic might be be- 
hovefull there to excommunicate whereas yet Churches were not 
riſen to their perfeR frame : ſecondly, becauſe there might be ſome 
perſons nor (erled as fixed dwellers in any Church, whom yet to be 
caſt forth was very behovefull.' Againe, ſome Evangeliſts might in- 
curre cenſure,as Demaszin ſuch (ort as no ordinary Churches, power 

'F could reachtco them, ' ; 

Consl.$. That ordinarily this power is not given to any one fingu- 
lafly by himfelfe to exerciſe the {ame,but with the company of others 
conſtituriag arepreſentative Church: which is the point next to bee 
ſkewed. Yea where Churches were conftituted;the Apoſtles did nar 
offer te exerciſe their power , without the minſteriall concurrence 


of the Churches,as in the tory of the Corinthians is manifeſt, 
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: THE. 
THIRD QVESTION 
Whether Chriſt did immediatly commit or- 
_ dinary power Ecclefiaſticall, and the exerciſeof 


if, to any ſingular perſon, or to united 
mutltirude of Presbyters. 


Hough this queſtion is ſo coincident with the former,that 
the grounds hath in a ſort been diſcuſſed;yet for ſome new 


conſiderations which niay be ſuper-added, we will briefly 
handle iti the Method premifed;3 3.. 7, 
Firſt, it 1s argued for the affirmanye. : 

Argun. 1. That which is committed to the Chiurch,is committed 
to the principal member of the Church. But exerciſe of juriſdiion 
was comritted to the Church, Mar. 18. z7.,Ergo. Either to the whole 
Church , ' or 16 a'Church ir the Chuteh:-, or to ſome one eminent 
member ir the Church.- But it was not committed to be-exerciſed 
by the whole Churth, 'ofto afty Ehurth in the Church, Ergo, to 
one who is in cffc& as the church, having all the authority of it. Se- 
condly,if one perſon may be repreſentatively a Church,when juriſdi-. 
Eton 15 promiſedgthen one perſon may be repreſentatively a Church 
when juriſdition and power of cxerc-fing is committed. Bat one 
ſingular perſon, Petey ſignified the Church, when the promiſe of ju- 
riſdiRion is made, Ergo. Cyprian to Jubaia ſaith,that * biſhop is in 
the Churchj, and the Church fo in the biſhop, sthat. theycannor be 
Tevered, Finally, as the kingdome of England may be put for the 

ing in whom is all the power of the Kingdome : So the Church 
for the chiefe goyernour in whom is the power of ir, 

The ſecond Argument. 

That which the Churches had not given them when they were 
conſtirured, that was not promiſed to them as their immediat right, 
Burt they kad not coercive power given them when they were con- 
Aituted, Ergo, Chriſt did not commit it to the Churches or Pres- 
| Y byters 
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byiers;. For then the Apoſtles would not have withheld ir. from 


theſe, Bur they did. For the Apoſtles kept it with. themſelves; As 
in the inceſtuous Corinthian is'manifeſt, whom Pow! by his judge- 
meat was faine to excommunicate, And the Thailaloniangs are bid 
to note the inordinate, andſignfie theen,as nothaying power.with+ 
in themſelves to cenſure them. And ſe Paul alone excommaunicae 
ted Hymens:a and Alexander. | LE Pee op betu 
it The third Argument. | 
That which Paa! committed to ſoine prime ment in Churches, and 
cheir ſucceflours, that was not commirted to Presbyreries, but fingu- 
lar perſons. But in power of ordination and juriſdiQion, he did (0. 
For to Tymotby in Epheſus, and to Tirgs in Cretcyhe commended the 
power and exerciſc of it,Ergo. | 
' Thefourth Argument. | 
Thar order which was mof fic for exercifing power of juriſdi&i- 
en, that Chriſt did ordaine. But the order of one chiefe governour 
is tter for execution,then the order of a united multitude. Ergo. 

- h The fif:b Argument. £9) 
£:If all authority and power of exerciſe be in the Church origiaal- 
Iy,then the Paſtors derive their power from the Church, Bur this 
is not true, Ergo,it was not committed to the Church. That au« 
thority which the Church never had, ſhee cannor convey.” But the: 
Pafſtorall authoricy of word and Sacraments neyer was in rhe 
Church efſentially raken, Brgo, it cannot be derived from her, A- 
giine Paſtours ſhould diſcharge their office in the name of the 
Church, did they recerve their power from the-Church. | * 

The fixth Argument. | 
\ Tf the power of juriſdiQion and execution be commirted from 
Chriſt co the Charch, then hath the eey 9 power, Then 
may aparticular Church depoſe her biſhop , the ſheepe cenſure the 
hepheard,children their fathers, wh. ch 1s abſurd, | © wo 

On the other fide 1t 15 argued, ; 

Argum.1. That which Chriſt doth preſuppoſe as being in many, 
and to be exerciſed by many , that never w1$ commnred by Chriſt 
toone, and the execution of ai.y 21e, Bur Mar, 18. Chrift dutch 
manifeſtly ſuppoſe the power of juriſdition ro be in m 0286s that 
exercitarive, (0 as by chem being many, it is to be exerciſed. Ego, 
Now this 18 plaine 1n che place. Where firſt mirk:, har Chrilt doth! 
preſuppoſe the authority cf every particular Church cukin mn dif- 
rtin&iy, For it is ſuch + Church as ary brother offeaded may pre- 
ſently complaine ro. Th<refore no univerſall , or provinciall, or 
Dioceſan Churchg th red in a-C uncell, Second'y,, nos nor ny 
particular Ch irch chat h! doth ſead I Ch-+#i -hs ro, for the all 
Chriſt. ans 1 che worly ſh-uld my © Ne paiticuiar Church were 
2 it 
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ir poſſible; He doth therefore _preſuppole indiſtinfly the very par- 

n rye Church where the brother offending and offended mats. 
bers, And if they be nor both of one Qharchyche plaintife muſt make 
his denunciation to:the-Church where che defendant is, quis forum. 
fequitar reum. Thirdly, as Chriſt doth ſpeake. ir of any ordinary par- 
ticular Church indifin&R!y, ſo he-doth by the name of Church nor 
underſtand efſentially all che congregation, For then Chrift ſhould 
oive not ſome, bur all the members of the Church to be goyergors 
of it. Fourthly, Chriſt ſpeaketh it of ſuch a Church co whom wee 
may ordinarily and orderly complaine : now this we canner to the 
whole mulcicude. Fiftly, this Church he ſpeaketh of, he doth pre- 
ſuppoſe it as the ordanary execurioner of all diſcipline and wala: 
But the mulcitude have not this execution ordinary, as all but 40+ 
relixs, and ſuch Democritall ſpirits doe afficme, And the reaſon ra- 
tifying the ſentence,of the Church, doth ſhew that often the num- 
ber of it is bur ſmall: For where 1p9 or three are gaibered together in mp 
ame. Whereas:the Church or congregations eflentially taken for 
teachers and people, are incomparably great, Neither doth Chriſt 
meane by Church the chiefe Paſtor, who is virtually as the whole 
Church, For firſt, the word Church do:h ever Gignifie. a company, 
and neyer is found to note out one perſon, Secondly , the Biſhop. 
may be the p:rſon offending or oftzaded, and the Church to dr & 
he muſt bring chz matter,muſt þe other then himlelfe,'; Thirdlyghe 
gradation doth fhew it, Firſt, by thy ſclfe,Then ſhew e witnes or, rwo, 
Then to the Church, as the ſinne increaſeth , the number of thoſe by 
whom it is to be rebuked and cenſured, increaſe;h alſo. Tf one (ay, 
chough the Church ſiznifie one governour, yer the gradation hol- 
deth,, | for to tell} 1t ro the governoue inopert Court, is: more 
then to tell iz, to zwenuy. Wee grantthir this is true, and were the 
ward Caurch taken hzre to note ſome eminent govyernour, ic mighe. 
be brought in as a further degree. though one onely were enforced. 
But how can Pater be complainaintyif Perey the Praxſul anely be the 
judge to whom th- thing muſt be denounced. Fourthly, the church 
in the Corinthians which Paul tirreth upto cenſure the inceſtuous 
perſon, was not any one but many, Thzir rebuke upgn which it is: 
Jike he repented, was a rebuke of many, 2 Cor. 2:6. Fifily, ifthe. 
church had been one,he would nor haye ſubjoyacd : for what ye fbull, 
bind on earth,ſhull be baug4 in heeven.Sixtly, if the church did not note - 
Sn aflembly,how couldh: afſurethem from hence, that Gd would d3 
what they agreed on, becauſe bz wu with the leefl aſſemblies. gutbeied in 
b3 am. Unlefſ: the Church! meaat were an affembly , this argu- 
ment could not be ſo correſp>ndent, Where two or two ox three are 
aflembvled in Gods name, . God.is in the midſt of them to doe thac 
ey agree 0n. Bur here tht Chyrch is bindiog or looſing, there 

are 
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are ſome aſſembled inthe name of Chriſt. Ergo. Laſiſy,the cher. h 


inthe old Teſtament never notcth the high Prieſt virtually, bur ag 


aficmbly. of Prieſts ficting together, as Judges in the cauſes of God, 


Wherefore as Chriſt doth indiſtinRly preluppoſe every parrigular | 


Churchz. So he doth here onely preſuppoſe the joiar auth »riry,; and 


"joint execution of a repcelentanive Church , a Presbytery of Elders' 


who were Paſtors and Governours, TB 4 
Argian, 4. Wee argue from the praQtice of the Churches, Thar 
power which is not in one, norto bee exerciſed by one, but in 
mary, and to be exerciſed by many in the Church ot che Coryuhi- 
ans, that power with the exerciſe of it, was committed by Chriſt to; 
many, net to one, But th: power of Ecclc Gaſticall cenſure was in 
many, and to be performed by many aſſembled, Ergo. The propo-: 
ſation is plaine. For Pax! would not have called for, nor have liked” 
any conſticution or exerciſe of power Ecclefiaſticall , other then 
Chriſt had ordained, The afſcruon is denyed by ſome : bur it is a 
laine truth by many invincible arguments. For firſt, Payldoth re-* 
uke them that they bad not ſet themſelves to caſt themTurth. Now * 
(as Ambroſe ſaith on the place. $i au'em quis poteſtatemi nou h.ber, 
quem ſeit reum abjicere , aut probare nen valet z tmmunis cſt, Secondly, 
Perd doth wiſh them aſſembled wgether, with himſelfe inthe name. 
and vertue of Chriſt, thit they might deliver him up to Sathan, For 
hee doth not call on them to reltraine him as already excomman-' 
nicated, but #0 purge him out as an infeuous leaven yet amongſt 
them. Thirdly, Paxldoth tell them thit they had power to judye 
thoſe within, thoſe who were called brethren, and |:ved orhcrwile, 
Fourthly , Pay! deth' tell them that theyjdid a rebuke or mul& of 
many, writing to them that they would net proceed, » Cor.2 6.Lſt- 
ly, Pax doth attribrte power to them to forgive him, and to rece. ve 
him to the peace of the church. Which would not have been in them, 
had they not had the pcwer to excommunicate, Such as have no 
power to binde, have no power to looſe, So it migh: be prov:d by 
the Church of the Thefſ2)onians, 2 Th:ſſ. 3.1 4. If ary man wal invr- 
dinatly,note bim,tbabotbers may r:f-aine bim Noting, being not a fignt. 
fication by lettet,which doth wreſt the word agunſt all copies, and 
the curreng of all Greek interpreters: but jadicially to note hins,thar 
all may avoid himzthat is,excommunicate him. Finally,the churches 
of Afiazas ic is plaine, had power »f government within themſelves, 
Argumm, 5. That power which the Apoliles did not exerciſe ' 
in the churches, nor Eyangelifts, but with concurrence of the 
churches and Presbyteries , that power is much lefle to be ex-. 
erciſed by any ordinary .Paſtour , burby many, Bur they did not 
ordaine, nor lay on hands alone, they did not determine queſtions 
by the power of the keyes alone, but with concurrence of che Preſ- 
byters of the church. Ergo, much lefle may any ordinary 
WE oe ge. OS RS Mniltey. - 
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WMinifter doe ie alone, Timo:by received 'grace by the yogoberie 
of the Presbycery. For that Perſons muſt be underſtood here is 
apparant by the like place 3 when it is ſaid, by the laying on of my 
hands, (us noreth aperſon, andſo here a Presbyrety, Secondly, 
ws rake Teiofulicior to fignific the order of Prieſthood, is 2gaiaſt 
all Lexicons, and the nature of the Grecke termination. Thirdly, 

Timothy never received thatorder of a Presbyter, as before we have 

proved, Fourthly, ir cannor ſignifie as Greeke Expoſiters take it, a 
rompany of biſhops. For neither was that Canon of z, biſhops and 
the Mctropelitan , or all che biſhops in a Province, in the Apoſtles 
time, neither were theſe who are now called biſhops, then called 
Presbyters,as they ſay,buc Apoſtles, men thac had rectived Apofto- 
lick grace, Angels,&c.Finally,ir is yery abſurd to think of companies 
of other Presbyrers in Churches then Pagl planted ; buthe placed 
Presbyceries of ſuch Pcesbyters as are now diſtinguiſhed from bi- 
ſhops, which is the grant of our adverſaries, Not co mention how 
Armachamis doth cenſure the other as an interpteration from ones 
privat ſence, beſides teſtimonie of Scripture. Gs w— 
Thus the Apoſtles did not effer alone to determine the queſtion 
AR. rF. but had the joynt ſuftrages of the Presbyrery with them, 
Not becaule they could not alone have infallibly anſwered, but be- 
cauſe it was a thing to be determined by many;all wh6 had received 
power of the keyes,doing itex offio,and others from diſcretion and 
duty of confeſſion the truth, Yea the bifhops called Primi Presbyte- 
ri, had no ordination at the firſt which the Prebyrery did not giye 
them, Whence have biſtops of other Churches power to miniſter 
the ſacrament to the b ſhop of this Church ? Bur Timorhy and Ti- 
tw are ſaid to have ordained Minifters, As Conſuls and D.Qators 
are ſaid to have cre ated Conſuls, becauſe they called Senates, pro- 
pounded and together with others did it. No otherwiſe doe Jcſuits 
themſelves underſtand it. Salmeron on the firſt of Titus, ec. And 
it 15 manifeſt by Eccleſiaſticall writings of all ſorts,that Presbyrers 
had right of ſuffrage, not onely in their owne Presbyteries, bur in 
Provinciali Synods,and th: refore in O:cumenicall Synods, which 
doth ariſe from a combination of the other, to which their mindes 
went in the inſtruion of b:ſhops received from their Churches. 
And Aibanafixe yet a Deacon, is read to haye beene at the Counſell 
of Nice, ard to have had right of ſuffrage in it, Finallyghe Presby- 
eerics did a long time execute -jointly all ations of Church govern- 
ment, as is bcfore declared. Other arguments we ſhall touck in an- - 
ſwer cf theſe which haye beene objeRed. Now to come to the con- 
cluſions,lert this be firſt. | s 


Conclyſ. 1, Extraordinary power was committed to ſome fingu-= 
lar 
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lar perſons , fo that in ſome caſe they-might fiogularly exerciſe ic 
without concurrence of other, This 1 ſpeake in regard of Apoſtles 
and Evangcliſts, whoſe pon in many things could not have con- 
currance of particular Churches , which inthe former queſtion is 
ſufficiently declared. 

Concluſ. 2. That ordinary power, and the execution therof was 
not committed to any ſingular governors, whereof there was to be 
one onely in each Church. This is againſt the Jeſuits, who make 
account (the moſt of them) thart as all civill power of goveramenc 
is given toKings to bee executed bychem within their commoan- 
wealth, ſo Eceleliaſticall power (Cay they) is giverito the Pope and 
to biſhops in their particular Churches ro be executed by them,and 
derived from them co the whole Church, 

Concluſ.3. Ordinary power with the execution thereof, was nor 

iven to the communuty of the charch , or to the whole multicade 
of the faithfull,ſo that they were the immediate and firſt receptacle, 
receiving it tom Chriſt, and virtually deriving it to others. This L 
ſer downe ag1inſt'the Divines of Cenſtancezour prime Duvines, as 
Zuatberand Melaniiion,agd the Sorboniſts, who doe maintaine it ac 
this day, Yea,this ſeemeth to have beeae Tertullienserrour ; for in 
his books : de pudicitie, he maketh Chriſt to have left all Chriſtians 
with like power, butthe church for her honor, did difpoſe it as we 
ſee. The propoſition of a pollitick body,and narurall deceived them, 
whule thcy will apply allthat 1s in theſe to Chriſts myRiicall body, 
notremembring that exnalogon is not iz; emniſimile, for then ſhould 
it bee the ſame with the eneloge/am. Truecitis, all civill power 
is itrthe body politicke , the-colleRions of ſubje&s, then in a King 
from them ! And all the power of hearing, ſeeing, they are in the 
whole man, which doth produce them effe&ually, though formal- 
ly and infirumentally-they are in the care and eye. But the reaſon 
ef this is, becauſe theſe powers are naturall, and what ever is natu- 
rall, doth firſt agree to the community or totwy, and af:erwardto a 
particular perſon and part, bur all that is in this body, cannnor hold 
mM Chriſts - myfticall body. In a politick body power is firſt in the 
commiunity; it the King from them, but all Eccleſiaſticall power is 
frft in'our King before any in the church from him. Bur co whom 
fhould he firſt commit this power, but to hss Qaeene, A»yſw. Con- 
Edering this /pewer is not any Lordly power, but a power of doin 
ſervice to the church for Chriſt his ſake, Therefere it is fir it ſoul 
be committed to ſome perſons, and not to the whole community 
whichare the Qurene of Chrift, For it is not fie a King ſhould com- 


ij Les 2 his Queene to ferve herſelfe geely : burro have 
pes kd ih regard of his relation ſhould nd diſtinguiſhed 

om hee; Secondly, in narumll bodies, the power of ſeeing is firſt 
ets wes Ss immediatly 
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immediately in the man, from the man in theeye and particular 
members : 1n the myſticall body , rhe faith of a beleever is nor ficit- 
immediacy in all,” then inthe beleever, bur firſt of all and immedi- 
atly in the perſonall belceyer, for: whele godd it ſerveth more pro- 


perly then fer the whole, every man being to live by his owne faith. | 


The power of Prieſthood was nothirſt in the Church of Iſrac] , (o 


derixed to the Prieſt : but immediatly from Chriſt ſeared in Aaron: 


and hisſonnes, O»ſelt, Yea they were given the church mujity 6+ 
Juſdem tanquans fills & totins. Anrfwy. I buc this 1s not enough, thac 
p>wer may beſaid co-be immediatly received by the church as the 
fr{t receptacle of it, aud from it gerwed to others, asthe power of 
ſeci :g is not onely given intuils bowiris as the end of it, and the t0- 
tum © whom it agreeth , but is i bemine as the firſt ſubjeR from 
whom it commeth to the eye, But the power even of ordinary Mi- 
miflers isnot in thechurch. For as all are ſaid not- to have beene 
Aplicles,ſo not to hive beene DoRors. But if the power of ordina- 
ry teachi-:g had been given toevery beleever, all ſhould have beene 
made DoQors , though not to continue ſo in exercifing the power, 
Secondly, were the power in che church, the church ſhould not 
onely call them', but make them out of vertue and power received 
int@ herſ{elfe : then ſhould the churck have a true Lordlike power 
1n regard of her Miniſters, Beſides, there are many in the commu» 
nity of Chriſtians uncapable of this power regularly, as women and 
chi[dren.T his conclufien in my judgement /iAoria,Seto & others de- 


K 


ny with greater ſtrengrh of reaſon then the contrary is maintained, 


Concluſ. 4. Fourthly, ordinary power of miniſteriall governmenc 
is committed with the executionof it, tothe Senat or Presbytery 
of the church. If any faile in any office, the church hath not power 
of (upplyirg that, bur a miniſtery of calling one whom Chriſt hath 
deſcribed, that from Chriſt he may have power of office given him 
in the place yacant. 

Concluſ. 5, Laſtly, thowgh the community have not-power given 
her, yer ſuch eſtare by Chriſt her kusband is put oa her, that all po» 
wer 15s to bec executed inſuch manner, as ſtaaderch with reſpeR 
to her excel{ency. Hence it i$,thar the governours are in many things 
of greater moment to take theconſent of the people with them, Nor 
that they havejoynt.power of the keyes with them, bur becauſe they 
ſuſtaine the perſon of the ſpouſe of Chriſt, and therefore cannot bee 
otherwiſe dealt with, without open diſhenour-in ſuch things, which 
.bel-ng in common to the whole congregation. : 

Now to anſwer the arguments firſt propounded. 


The Propofician of the firſt Syllogiſme is denyed, That what 
committed to the Church was committed to ſexe principal mieenber.” And 
we deny the ſecond pare of the nexe Syllogiſme , proving this pare 
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denyed, Fgr the power 4nd extcution was committed to a Chweh in « 
Church, Which is {o farre from abſucdiry,chat ke is abſurd who goth 
not ſee it in Civill and Sacrad, Doe we notſee in Parliament a re- 
preſentative Common-wealth wichin our Common- wealth, wing 
the greateſt authoricy > Not to mention that a Church within a 
Church ſhould nor be ſtrange ro them who imagine many Parifhio« 
nall churches wuhin one Dioceſan church, To the proofes which 
prevent as it were an objeRion,ſhewing that the church, Mat.18.17. 
may be put for one chiefe Governour, 

The propoſition is denyed. If that Peter on: Govern nur, my be in 
type and figure the Church to wh.m the juriſdiffion i premiſed, then th: 
Cburch recezving and extcucing it may be one. A molt falſe Propofiti- 
on whoſe contrary is true, The reaſon 1s, becauſe the church typi- 
fed by Peter is properly and really a church, not figuratively and 
improperly : for chen Peter ſhould have beene a figure or type, of a 
type or figurative church, The figure therefore and type being of the 
church which is properly taken, and the church properly and really 
taken, being a company aſſembled, hence ir is that (Matth.18.17.) 
the church cannot fignifie one 3. for one is but figuratively and ime 
properly a church, There is no# the ſame reaſon of the figure and 
the thing that is &gured, Nay hence an Argument may be retor- 
red, proving that by that church whereof Perey was a figure, is nor 
meant one chiefe Goyernour, Petey as one man or Governour was 
properly and really a virtuall church and chiefe Governour, Bur 
Peter as one man and Governour was in figure onely the church. 
Matih.18. Ergo, that church Motth.18.- is not a virtuall church, 
noting forth one chiefe Governour onely. As for Cypriens ſpeech, 
it doth nothing but ſhew the conjanRion of Paftour and people by 
mutuall love,which is ſo ſreight that the one cannot be (chiſmati- 
cally left our, but the other is forſaken alſo, Otherwiſe I thinke ic 
cannot be ſhewed to the time of 1nnocent the third, that the Biſhop 
was counted the church ; or this dreame of a vireuall church once 
imagined. The Clerkes of the church of Placentia did in their oath of 
canonicall obedience (weare thus : That they would obey the Church of 
Plecentis, and the Lord their Biſhop. Where the Chapiter doth carry 
the name of the church from the Biſhop. Yea, even in thoſe times 
prepoled, or ſet before him, when the Pope was lifted up above ge- 
nerall councels, then ic is like was the firſt nativity of theſe virtuall 
churches. As for a Kingdome I doubt not, but it may be put for a 
King figuratively : but the charch _—_— by Peter, muſt needs be a 
church properly, And it will ever be proved that any one Gover- 
nour was ſee up in a church 7+. nes ro a King in a Com» 

power whereby the whole King- 
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men-wealth,in whom ig all civi 
dome is adminiſtred, | 
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To the ſecond Argument from the Apoſtles faR in the Church 
of Corinth, who judicially ( abſent ) ſentenced his excommunica- 
tion , 1 reve decreed or judged , leaving nothing to the Church , bur 
out of their obedience to decline him, as in the 2. Epift, 2. he ſaith, 
For this cauſe 1 bave written to you, that I may prooue whether you will 
in all things bee obedient. What Arguments are theſe ? He that jud- 
geth one to be excommunicated , hee leaveth nv place for the Preſ- 
bycets and Church of Corinth judicially tro excommunicate. 
Thus 1 might reaſon, Af.15. 17, from Jemes, 2yw #givw He who 
doth judicially ſentence a thing hee leaveth no place to other Apo- 
files and Presbyrersto give ſentence, The truth is, the Apoſtle 
might have judged him co be excommunicatez and an Evangelift, if 
preſent , might have juiged him alſo ts be excommunicate,and yer 
place left for the Churches on alſo. Theſe are ſubordinate 
one tothe other, Here it may be obj-&cd, that if place be lefc for 
the Churches judgement after the Apoſtles ſentence ; then the 
Church is free not to excommunicate where the Apoltles have, and 
the ſame man ſhould bee excommunicate and not excommunicate, 
Anſ. Suppoſe the Apoſtles could excommunicate Clave errante, 
Without cauſe, it.is true, But the Apoſiles ſemence being juſt, ſhee 
isnor free, in as much as ſhee cannor lawfully but doe that which 

lyeth on her ; when now it is eſpecially ſhewed her, and by exam- 
ple ſhie is provoked. Yea, where ſhe ſhould ſee juſt cauſe of ex- 
communicating the 1s nor (thongh none c-ll on her) free not to cx- 
communicate, Neverthelcfſe, though the is not free, ſo 2s ſhe can 
lawfully not excommunicate, yet ſhe 1s free , ſpeaking of freedome 
abſolutely and fimply, and it ſh: ſhould not cxcommunicate him , 
hee ſhould rcmaine not excommunicable bur excommunicate , b 

ahic fe judgement, yet it ſhould not beexecuted , by the ſtyiſter fa- 
vour of a particular Church, As , ſay Say/s ſentence hd beene jaft, 
and the peoples favour had beene unjuſt , 1ozathaz hid beene under 
condemnation , but execution had beene prevented by the peoples 
he :dftrong aft-&ion towards him. Ob, So they who obcyed Paul 
they did not judicially cexcommunicate, Arſ. As though one may 
nor exerciſe power of government by manner of obedience to the 
exhortation of aſvperior, Touching the place in the Theſſalonj- 
ans, thoſe that read, Note bim by an Epiſile , doe goe againſt the con- 
ſent of all Greeke Inrerpreters. And the contextdoth ſhew, that it 
is a judiciary noting one , ſuch as cauſed him to bee avoided b 

othcrs, and tended to breed ſhame inhim., As for Paul excom- 
municating Hymaexs and Alexender,Tt will not follow. That which 
ke did alone an erdinary Paſtor may doe alone. Secondly, it is 
Not like he did it alone : but as he caſt out the Corinthian, though 
the whole proceeding be not noted, Though Pay ſaith, 1 delivered 


them 
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them. So he ſaith, grace was given Timothy by impoſition of his 
hands, 2 Tiw,1,6, when yet the Presbyrery joyned, 2 Tim.4.14 
| Third| » it may be they were no fixed wember ia any conſtituted 

urch., 

PP. _ argument of 7iwothy and Tims hath beene ſufficiently 
HCcUNCA, 

To the fourth, That one # fitter for execution thy meny. To which 
we may adde, that though the Biſhops be ut as Conſuls in a Senat, 
or Vice-chancellors in a Univerlity , having when they fit with 
others, no more power thea the reſt, Yer thi ſe have cxecunion of 
many things commutted tothem, The aflettiun. viz. That many are 
lefſe fit for extcutiozn, we deny, That order is fieeſt which God in» 
ftitured. But he doth commir the keyes to the Church, to many, 
thac they might exerciſe the authority of th:m 3 when that mean is 
moſt fir, which God will moſt blcfle, and his blefiing doth folluw 
his owne order, this 1s the fitteſt, Secondly, in the Apoltles times, 
and in the times after, almoſt foure hundred yeeres expired, Presby- 
rers did continue with B ſhaps in governing and executing what 
eyer was decreed. Thirdly, this deprivation from the firſt order, 
One to execute for a Diocefan, ene tor a Provincaall, the decrees of 
a Dioceſan and Provinciall,drew on a rec: flicyof one to execute the 
decrees of the Oecumenicall Church or Pope. Fourthly, Ler them 
ſhew where God divided the power of making lawes for govern- 
ment of any Church from che power to execute chem. Regulaly 
they who have the greater committed, have the lefler alſo, Fifily, 
we [ce even in civill governments many parts by joynt Councell 
and action are as happily governed as others are by a ſingular go- 
vernour. Truely,thit the Aﬀecican Fathers write to Celeſtine is true : 
It is unlikely that God will Le preſcnt with one, inſpiring bim with bu (þj- 
rit,end nor ie preſent with many wbo are in bis nahe,and w:th his way- 
rant a{[embled. As for thoſe compariſons they hold not in all : they 
hc 14 in thot which the Conſull doth in calling the affembly, pro- 
pounding things,&c. Yer the Conſuls neyer took the power to cen- o 
ſure their fellowes without the concurrence of their fellow Sena- 
tors, nor to withdraw themſelves from being ſubje& ro the cenſure 
of the reſt of rhe Senate, 

To the fift argument, to the propoſition by diſtinRion 2 if they 
have all power buth of miniſterial applicatioa, and infticuring 
others out of vertue and authonty, then Paſtours derive. But this 
is denyed. She hath no power bur of Miniſtery. and no plenitude 
but ſo farre asthey in their owne perſons can diſcharge, Ir preſup- 

oſeth therefore we affirme in eur queſtion what we doe not, Bur 
to let the propoſition paſſe, becauſe of ſome derivation, it is true, 
If ſhe haye þut all power of Miniſterial application, then Biſhops 
N 3 derive 
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derive from her. But they doe nor, We fay they doe. And where. 
25 it is objeRed, that which the Church never had ſhe cannot core 
vey it, Tanſwergthat which the Church never had, ſhe cannor vir- 
ewally convey it. but ſhe may as miniſtering to him who hath the 
power and yertue of deriving it, Nothing can give that which it 
hath nor, either formally or virtually, unleffe it give it as an inſtru» 
ment to one who hath it, A man nor _ a penny of his owe, 
may give an hundred pounds if the King make him his Almoner. A 
Steward may give all cffices in his matters houſe, as miniſterially 
executing his maſters pleaſure, Thus the Church deriveth, as ta- 
king the perſon whom Chriſt deſcribeth, and out of power will 
have placed inthis or thar office in his Church. This anſwereth to 
the laft ſuggeſtion, For if the Church did virtually,and out of pow- 
er make an officer, it 15 true, as we ſee with thoſe whom the King 
maketh inthe common-wealth, But if ſhe doe it in Steward-like 
manner, miniſtring to the ſole Lord and maſter of his houſe, then 
is not he ſo taken in to doe in his name, but in his maſters name, 
As a Butler taken in by a ſervanr, doth execute his cflice not in ma- 
ter Stewards name, but in his maſters,who onely out of power did 
confer it on him. 

T he laſt objeQien IT anſwer, That the particular Church may 
depoſe their Biſhop, What member ſoever in the Church is the of- 
fending perſon,may be complained of to the Church, The Church 
of Phil:ppi,if it had power to ſee that Archippus doe his dutie,then ic 
had power to reprove and cenſure him not doing it. If the Church 
have power by eleRion to chooſe one their Biſhop,and ſo power of 
inſtituting him, then of deſtituting alſo. 2»flituere & deflituere 
eſuſdem eft pateſtates. But he is given the onely judge in Chrifts 
roome, and though they ele him, yer as you have ſaid, and truely, 
they have not the power of th:t authority in them to which he is 
eleted. No more then the EleQors of the Emperour have inthem 
power of the Imperiall dignity. Anſwer. We (ay therefore, that as 
the Church hath onely miniſterial] power of application, that is,as 
they cannot out of power call a Paſtour, bur onely call one whom 
Chriſt pointeth out, and to whom Chriſt out of power giveth the 
place of Paſtour. So ſhe cannot cenſure or depoſe, but onely mini- 
Rerially executing the cenſure of Chriſt, who will have ſuch a one 
turned out, or otherwiſe cenſured. But the Biſhop never was ſole 
judge, though z@7 [6&5 3» he may be ſaid ſo. Chriſt infſtitured a 
Presbytery, in which all had equajl power of judgement. (yprian 
Ep. 68, in the caſe of Bofilides and Martialis, doth ſhew that the 
Church had power as of chooſing worthy, ſo of refuſing unworthy, 
Heſpeaketh of an ordinary power, as by choofing is manifeſt, nor 
extraordigary and incaſe of neceffities And Mr, Field In, 

that 


EONS ns 
bog 
F 


4 
(89) 
that Liberizs was lawfully depoſed by the Church of Rome; Surefy 
I marvell men of learning will deny it, when no reaſon evinceth the 
Pope though a general! Pattor ſubje& to the cenſure of a Church 
Oecumenical], bur the ſame proveth a Dioceſan Biſhop ſubjeR to 
the cenſure of the particular Church, Unlefle they will ſay with 
ſome Schoolmen, Soto,viz, That the Pope is but the vicar of Chriſt 
in the generall Church : but the Biſhop 1s both the vicar of Chriſt, 
and alſo repreſenteth the general] Church in his Dioceſſe, whence 
he cannot be proceeded againſt by the Church that is a particular, As 
if to be a vicar of Chriſt were a lefler matter then to repreſent the 
general] Church, with whom in his calling the Church Occumeni. 
call hath nothing to doe. 

To that which is objeRed touching Fathers, Paſtors ; the ſimili- 
tudes hold not in all th:ngs. Naturall parents are no wayes children, 
nor in ſtate of ſubjeRtion to their children : bur ſpirituall fathers are 
ſo fathers, that in ſome reſpe& they are children ro the whole 
Church, So ſhepherds are no way ſheepe, bur miniſters are in 
regard of the whole Church. Secondly, Parents and Shepherds 
are abſolute!y parents and ſhepherds, be they gaod or evill : bur 
ſpirituall Parents and Paſtors are no longer ſo then they doe accor- 
dingly behave themſelves. Beſides,are not civill Kings Parents and 
Paitors of their people ? yer if they be not abſolute Monarches, ir 
was never eſteemed as abſurd, to ſay that their people had power in 

ſome caſes to depoſe them, If their owne Churches have no 

power over thern, it will be hard to ſhew wherein others 
have ſuch power of juriſdiQion over perſons why 
belong not to their owne churches, But Lord 
Biſhops muſt rake tate on them, and 
not ſubje& themſelves unto any tri- 
all, but by their Peeres onely, 
which is by a Councell 
of Biſhops, 
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